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[Continued from No. 3.} 

Mr. WALKER asked if it was now in order to 
move its reference to a select committee. 

The CHAIR said that the question should 
first be decided on the pending motion of reference to 
a standing committee—the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. ; 

Mr. WALKER then hoped the motion of refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Relations would 
not prevail. He pointed out that the same course 
which had been maintained for nine years, in send- 
ing the subject to a select committee, would not be 
departed from. 

Mr. ARCHER insisted that the state of the case 
wasnow different, a negotiation on the subject being 
pending; and that, to act upon the bill before the re- 
sult of the negotiation was known, would be acting 
with discourtesy towards the other department of 
the government, and the power with whom the ne- 
gotiation was going on. 

Mr. ALLEN showed that the bill could not in- 
terfere with the negotiation; for the President, in his 
annual me , had recommended action such as 
was propose by this bill, of giving protection to 
American citizens in Oregon; and that it ought not 
to go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Messrs. WALKER, BENTON, ALLEN, MER- 
RICK, WHITE, BAGBY, FOSTER of New 
York, BREESE, WOODBURY, and BUCHAN- 
AN, further advocated the reference to a select com- 
mittee. 

The proposition to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations was further supported by 
ae ARCHER, BAYARD, and MORE- 
HEAD. 

At the request of Mr. ALLEN, that portion of 
the President’s message urging upon Congress the 
immediate adoption of some such measure was 
read, to show that the President did not consider the 
negotiation any impediment to the extension of our 
jurisdiction over the Territory for the protection of 
our citizens. 

The question on Mr. Arcuer’s motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations be- 
ing taken by yeas and nays, sadiakecmen 20, nays 
24, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Foster of Tennessee, 
Francis, Huntington, Johnson, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Rives, Upham, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, re Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Dickinson, Fairfield, Foster 
of New York, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, 
Merrick, Niles, Porter, Semple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Welker, 
White, and Weodbury—24. 

So the motion did not prevail. 

_AtMr. WALKER’S suggestion, Mr. ATCHI- 
SON (having introduced the bill) moved its refer- 
euce to a select commit'ee. 

The motion was accordingly put, and carried 
without a division. 

On motion, it was agreed that the select committee 
should consist of five, to be appointed by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. named the following 
five gentlemen as the Select Committee: Messrs. 
Arcuison, chairman; Waker, Rives, Critren- 
peN, and ALLEN. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


Mr. MERRICK, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
tor the reduction of postage; which was read twice, 
aud referred to the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. MERRICK also reported back from that 
committee, without amendment, the joint resolu- 
tion in the case of David Shaw and S. P. Chausee. 

On motion by Mr. CHOATE, the papers of Da- 
vid Baker were ordered to be taken from the files, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, the papers of A. 
Allen were ordered to be taken from he files, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


,On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate, at 4 
o'clock, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trurspay, December 19, 1844. 


Mr. Epwarp Cross and Mr. C. M. Reep 
*ppeared yesterday, and took their seats. 





MONDAY, DECEMBER 23, 1844. 








Mr. Wituiam J. Brown and Mr. Syxes were 
announced as the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills on the part of the House, in pursuance of the 
resolution adopted yesterday. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
to continue the magnetic telegraph froin Baltimore to New 
York, by way of Philadelphia. 

Mr. WELLER, in pursuance of notice given, 
obtained leave, and introduced a joint resolution an- 
nexing Texas to the United States, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of meiicain Congress assembled, That from 
and after the parsage ofthese resolutions, (the supreme an- 
thorities of Texas concurring therein,) the territory now 
known as the republic of Texas be, and the same is hereby, 
annexed to, and made a portion of, the territory of the 
United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the people now 
residing upon the said territory, and within the limits of 
Texas, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty 
and property, and admitted, as scon as may be consistent 
with the principles of the federal constitution, to the enjoy- 
ment of allthe rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens 
ofthe United States. 

Sec. 3. .dnd he tt further resolred, That the said territory 
hereby annexed shall be knownas the “Territory of Texas;” 
and, until othérwise ordered, the laws of Texas now exist- 
ing shall remain in full force; and all executive and judicial 
oilicers of Texas, (except the President, Vice President, and 
heads of departments,) shall retain their offices, with all au- 
thority and power appertaining thereto; and the courts of 
justice there extablished shall, for the present, remain as 
now organized. 

Sec. 4. .2nd be it further resolved, That all titles and claims 
to real estate, valid under the existing laws of Texas, 
shall be deemed and held so by the government of the 
United States. 

Src. 5. Ind be it further resolved, That the public lands in 
the said Territory be, and the same are hereby, pledged for 
the payment of the debt, however created, anterior to the 
passage of these resolutions, for which the faith of the gov- 
ernment of Texas has been given, amounting, as is sup- 
posed, to ten millions of dollars. 

Sec. 6. .9nd he it further resolved, That commissioners 
shall hereafter he appointed, under such restrictions as Con- 
gress may impose, to examine and report the claims which 
may be presented against the government of Texas, in order 
that the proceeds of the public lands, as aforesaid, may be 
applied to the extinguishment thereof. 

Sec. 7. nd be it further resolved, That commissicners 
shall hereafter be appointed, who shall establish the bound- 
aries, and divide said territory in such manner and form “is 
Congress may direct. 

Sec. 8. 4nd be it further resolved, That as soon as the su- 
preme authorities of Texas shall signify their approval of 
these resolutions, the same shall be deemed and held to be 
the fundamental law of the land. 


The resolution was read the first and second time; 
when ; 

Mr. WELLER moved to refer it to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. E.S. HAMLIN moved to refer the resolu- 
tionsto a select committee of one from each State 
in the Union, with instructions to report to the 
House— 

First. Whether Congress has any constitutional 
power to annex a foreign independent nation to this 
government; and if so, by what article and section 
of the constitution it is conferred: whether it is 
among the powers expressly granted, or among 
those which are implied: whether it is necessary to 
carry into effect any expressly granted power; and 
if so, which one. 

Secondly. Whether the annexation of Texas 
would not extend an? perpetuate slavery in the 
slave States, and aiso the internal slave trade; and 
whether the United States government has any con- 
stitutional power over slavery in the States, either 
to perpetuate it there, or to do it away. 

Thirdly. Whether, the United States having ac- 
knowledged the independence of Texas, Mexico is 
thereby deprived of her right to reconquer that 
province. 

Fourthly. That they report whether Texas is 
owing any debts or not, and if she is, what is the 
amount, and to whom payable; and whether, if she 
should be annexed to the United States, the united 
government would be bound to pay them all. 

Fifthly. That they report what treaties are in 
existence between Texas and foreign governments; 
and, if she should be annexed to the United States, 
whether the united government would be bound by 
the law of nations to fulfil these treaties. 

The SPEAKER said that the question would be 
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first put on referring the resolution to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMLIN called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 109, nays 60, as fol- 
low Ss: = ; 


\MAS—Messrs. Arrington, Peuter, Edward J. Black 
James Black james A. Black, Bowe) Bowlin, Boyd 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Car 
enter, Jeremiah &. Cary, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, 
Ciinton, Cobb, ¢ oles, Cross, Cullom, Dena, Daniel, Richard 
D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Douglass, Dron 
goole, Duncan, Dunlap. Farlee, Ficklia, French, Fuller, 
Goggin, Byram Green, Hale, Hunnibal Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick Hopkins, Houston, Hub 
bell, Hughes, Llungerford, James B. Hunt, Cherles J. h 
gersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnsons Andrew Johnsen, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston hing, LaSronche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lum} kin Lyon NieCausien Maclay MeClelland, Me ler 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, MeKay loseph Morris, 
Isuac E. Morse, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Termen 
ter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Robinson, Russell, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Sideil, John 7 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steeurod, Stephens, 
Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P. Stone, Summers, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Benja 


min White, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yancey —109, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Raker, Barringer, Bar 
nard, Brengle, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Catlin, Causin, 
Chugman, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dickey, Fish, Florence, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Kdward 
S. Hamlin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph B 
Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Moree, 
Moseley, Nes, Paterson, Peyton, Phornix, Pollock. Elisha 
R. Potter, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Andrew Stewart; Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, John White, 
and Winthrop—6o, 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose and stated that he 
was not within the bar when his name was called; 


but had he been so, he would have voted in the af- 
firmative. 


The resolution having been thus referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 


The question was put on printing it, and decided 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. POLLOCK desired to give notice of his in- 
tention hereafter to ask leave to introduce a bill 
or joint resolution. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he should object to 
everything out of the regular order of business; and 
at the same time he suggested that the business 
which each gentleman was desirous to expedite, 
would be facilitated by regularity and order in their 
proceedings. He, however, widebe his objection 
in this particular case. 

Mr. POLLOCK then gave notice that, at some 
future occasion, he should ask leave to introduce a 
bill, or joint resolution, providing for the submission 
of the question of the annexation of Texas to the 
people, through the ballot-box. 

Mr. WENTWORTH observed that the people 
had already decided that question at the polls, in 
terms too decided to be misapprehended: and he 
was now for carrying out that decision. 

The notice was received and recorded. 

Mr. HOUSTON then rose and said ig was glad 
that his friend from Tennessee |Mr. C. Jounson]} 
had intimated that he should object to any business 
that did not come up in its regular order. This was 
a short session, and there were important bills be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and therefore he hoped no time would be 
lost, but that the House would at once resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of those bills. ‘There was one bi!l in which he had 
some interest, and he was desirous that it should be 
taken up and disposed of; first, because he was de- 
sirous that it should be passed, and next, because 
he wished the House to reach the other bills on the 
calendar. He hoped the gentlemen who were op- 
posed to the measure to which he had alluded, 
would consent to take it up and dispose of it; and 
he would now move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union—his object being, of course, to take up the 
bill alluded to. 


THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE IN RELATION TO 
MEXICO. 
Captain Waccaman, private secretary to the Prese 
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ident, appeared below the bar with a message from 
the, President of the United States, which was deliv- 
ered to the Speaker. 

Mr. DROMGCOLE rose, and intimated to the 
House that if the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Houston] should prevail, he should 
move the committee to taxe up bill No. 216, which 
had been on the calendar since the lest session, enti- 
a “bill to provide for the collection, safe-keeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. hoped the House would 
hear the message which had just been received from 
the President. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. I hope so. 

And there were in other quarters crics of “Read, 
read.” 

Mr. HOUSTON withdrew his motion, that the 
inessage might be read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
have the war message. 

The Clerk secordingly read the message, as fol- 
lows: 





That is right. Let us 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith copies of despatches received 
from our minster at Mexico sice the commence- 
ment of your present session, which claim from 
thetr importance, and I doubt not will receive, your 
calm and deliberate consideration. The extraor- 
dinary and highly offensive language which the 
Mexican government has thought proper to employ 
in reply to the remonstrance of the executive, 
through Mr. Shannon, against the renewal of the 
war with Texas while the question of annexation 
was pending before Congress and the people, and 
also the proposed manner of conducting that war, 
will not fail to arrest your attention. Such remon- 
strance, urged in no unfriendly spirit to Mexico, 
was called for by considerations of an imperative 
character, having relation as well to the peace of 
this country and honor of this government, as to the 
cuuse of humanity and civilization. ‘Texas had 
extered into the treaty of annexation upon the invi- 
lation of the executive; and when, for that act, she 
was threatened with a renewal of the war, on the 
part of Mexico, she naturally looked to this govern- 
ment to interpose its efforts to ward off the threat- 
ened blow. But one course was left the exe- 
cutive, acting within the limits of its consti- 
tutional competency; and that was, to protest, 
in respectful, but, at the same time, strong and de- 
cided terms against it. The war thus threatened 
to be renewed was promulgated by edicts and de- 
crees, which ordered, on the part of the Mexican 
ynilitary, the desolation of whole tracts of country, 
aid the destruction, without discrimination, of all 
ages, sexes, and conditions of existence. Over the 
manver of conducting war, Mexico possesses no ex- 
clusive control. She las no right to violate at plea- 
sure the principles which an enlightened civilization 
has laid down for the conduct of nations at war, and 
thereby retrograde toa period of barbarism, which, 
happily for the world, has long since passed away. 
All nations are interested in enforcing an observance 
of those principles; and the United States, the oldest 
of the American republics, and the nearest of the 
civilized powers to the theatre on which these enor- 
mities were proposed to be enacted, could not quietly 
content themselves to witness such a state of things. 
They had, through the executive, on another occa- 
sion, (ogy as was believed, with the approbation of 
the wholé country,) remonstrated against outrages 
similar, buteven less inhuman than those which, 
by her new edicts and decrees, she las threatened 
to perpetrate, and of which the late inhuman mas- 
sacre at Tabasco was but the precursor. 


The bloody and inhuman murder of Fannin and 
his companions, equaled only in savage barbarity 
by the usages of the untutored Indian tribes, proved 
how little confidence could be placed on the most 
solemn stipulations of her generals; while the fate of 
others who became her captives in war—many of 
whom, no longer able to sustain the fatigues and 
privations of long journeys, were shot down by the 
way side, while their companions who survived 
were subjected to sufferings even more painful than 
death—had lettan indelible stain on the page of civili- 
zation. The executive, with the evidence of an in- 
tention on the part of Mexico to renew scenes so re- 
volting to humanity, could do no less than renew 
remonstrances formerly urged. For fulfilling duties 
sO imperative Mexico has thought proper, through 
her accredited organs, because she has had repre- 
verted to her the inhumanity of such proceedings, 


to indulge in lamguage unknown to the courtesy of 
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diplomatic intereourse, and offensive in the highest 
degree to this government and people. Nor has 
she offended in this only. She has not only violated 
existing conventions between the two countries by 
arbitrary and unjust decrees against our trade and 
intercourse, but withholds instalments of debt due 





to our citizens, which she et pledged 
herself to pay, under circumstances which are fully 


explained by the accompanying letter from Mr. 
Green, our secretary of legation. And when our 
minister has invited the attention of her government 
to wrongs committed by her local authorities not 
ouly on the property, but on the persons, of our fel- 
low-citizens engaged in prosecuting fair and honest 
pursuits, she has added insult to injury, by not even 
deigning, for months together, to return an answer to 
his representations. Still further to manifest her 
unfriendly feelings towards the United States, she 
has issued decrees expelling from some of her prov- 
inces American citizens engaged in the peaceful 
pursuits of life, and now denies to those of our citi- 
zens prosecuting the whale fishery on the north- 
west coast of the Pacific the privilege which has, 
through all time heretofore, been accorded to them of 
exchanging goods of asmall amount in value, at her 
orts in California, for supplies indispensable to their 
ealth and comfort. 

Nor will it escape the observation of Congress, 
that, in conducting a correspondence with a minister 
of the United States, who cannot and does not know 
any distinction between the geographical sections 
of the Union, charges wholly unfounded are made 
against particular States, and an appeal to others fer 
aid and protection against supposed wrongs. — 

In this same connection, sectional prejudices are 
attempted to be excited, and the hazardous and un- 
pardonable effort is made to foment divisions 
amongst the States of the Union, atid thereby em- 
bitter their peace. Mexico has still to learn, that, 
however freely we may indulge in discussion among 
ourselves, the American people will tolerate no inter- 
ference in their domestic affairs by any foreign gov- 
ernment; and in all that concerns the constitutional 
guaranties and the national honor, the people of the 
United States have but one mind and one heart. 

The subject of annexation addresses itself, most 
fortunately, to every portion of the Union. The 
executive would have been unmindful of its 
highest obligations if it could have adopted a course 
of policy dictated by sectional interests and local 
feelings. On the contrary, it was because the ques- 
tion was neither local nor sectional, but made its 
appeal to the interests of the whole Union, and of 
every State in the Union, that the negotiation, and 
finally the treaty of annexation, was entered into; 
and it has afforded me no ordinary pleasure to per- 
ceive, that, so far as demonstrations have been made 
upon it by the people, they have proceeded from all 
portions of the Union. Mexico may seek to 
excite divisions amongst us, by uttering un- 
sey denunciations against particular States; 

| but when she comes to know that the invi- 
tations addressed to our fellow-citizens by Spain, 
and afterwards by herself, to settle Texas, were ac- 
cepted by emigrants from all the States; and when, 
in addition to this, she refreshes her recollection 
with the fact that the first effort which was made to 
acquire Texas was during the administration of a 
distinguished citizen from an eastern State, which 
was afterwards renewed under the auspices of a 
President from the southwest, she will awake to a 
knowledge of the futility of her present purpose of 
sowing dissensions among us, or producing distrac- 
tion in eur councils by attacks either on particular 
States, or on persons who are now in the retirement 
of private life. Considering the appeal which she 
now makes to eminent citizens by name, can she 
hope to escape censure for having ascribed to them, 
as well as to others, a design (as she pretends now 
for the first time revealed) of having originated ne- 
gotiations to — her, by duplicity and falsehood, 
of a portion of her territory? The opinion then, as 
now, prevailed with the executive, that the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the Union was a matter of vast 
importance. In order to acquire that territory be- 
fore it had assumed a position among the independ- 
ent powers of the earth, propositions were made to 
Mexico for a cession of itto the United States. Mex- 
ico saw in these proceedings, at the time, no cause 
of complaint. She is now, when simply reminded 
of them, awakened to the knowlege of the fact, 
which she, through her Secretary of State, promul- 
gates to the whole world as true, that those negotia- 
tions were founded in deception and falsehood, and 
superinduced by unjust and iniquitous motives. 


While Texas was a dependency of Mexico 7 
United States opened negotiations wi - 
pe 8 with the latte 
power for the cession of her then acknowledged ter 
ritory; end now that Texas is independent of Me. 
ico, and has maintained a separate existence 4 
nine years—during which time she has been = 
ceived into the family of nations, and is represented 
by accredited ambassadors at many of the Principal 
courts of Europe—and when it has become obvious 
to the whole world that she is forever lost to Mex: 
co, the United States is charged with deception 
falsehood in all relating to the past, and condemns. 
tory accusations are made against States which hays 
had no special agency in the matter, because th. 
executive of the whole Union has negotiated wih 
free and independent Texas upon a matter vitally 
important to the interests of both countries, And 
after nine years of unavailing war, Mexico now ap. 
nounces her intention, through her Secretary of 
Foreign Affairs, never to consent to the independ. 
ence of Texas, or to abandon the effort to recon. 
quer that re, ublic. She thus announces a per sete 
ual claim, which, at the end of a century, will fr 
nish her as plausible a ground for discontent againg, 
any nation which, at the end of that time, may ep. 
ter into a treaty with Texas, as she possesses at this 
moment against the United States. The lapse of 
time can add nothing to her title to independence, 
A course of conduct such as has been described 
on the part of Mexico, in violation of all friendiy 
feeling and of the courtesy which should character. 
ize the intercourse between the nations of the earth, 
might well justify the United States in a resort to 
any measures to vindicate their national honor; byt 
actuated by a sincere desire to preserve the general 
peace, and in view of the present condition of Mex. 
ico, the executive, resting upon its integrity and not 
fearing but that the judgment of the world will duly 
appreciate its motives, abstains from recommending 
to Congress a resort to measures of redress, an 
contents itself with reurging upon that body prompt 
and immediate action on the subject of annexation. 
By adopting that measure, the United States will be 
in the exercise of an undoubted right; and if Mex- 
ico, not regarding their forbearance, shall aggravate 
the injustice of her conduct by a declaration of war 
against them, upon her head will rest all the respon 


sibility. 
JOHN TYLER. 

Wasnincron, December 18th, 1844. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the message 
just read, and the accompanying documents, be re 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 

rinted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE PUBLIC LAND BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which was agreed to—the vote in the affirmative be 
ing 85, taken by Messrs. Haratson and Gatnweu 
as tellers. 

Mr. C. Jonnson took the chair. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then made the motion of 
which he had thrown out an intimation. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the usual practice 
was to take up the bill which was pending when 
the committee last rose, and that that must be laid 
aside before any other motion could be entertained. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to postpone the bi! 
before the committee, being a bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands in favor of a- 
tual settlers. 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN said the gentleman from I 
Itnois [Mr. Ficxn1n] was entitled to the floor, and, 
unless he yielded it, the gentleman from Virgiis 
[Mr. Dromcoore] could not obtain it to make suct 
a motion. 

The CHAIRMAN said that was a correct view 
of the subject. 

Mr. FICKLIN (who was entitled to the floor 
from the last day on which this bill was considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of \ 
Union) then proceeded to address the committe 
Ee said: 

Without indulging in any formal or elabor 
apology, I will proceed at once with the discusstc! 
The graduation bill, now under consideration, |s 0" 
intended for the benefit of the great agricultural inte 
rests of the country. ‘Those who cultivate the ¢0", 
whether in or out of the United States, should fee 
a lively interest in its passage, because it ert 
their chances for beeoming landholders; and ae 
people of the new States are peculiarly anxious ™ 
the success of the measure, 
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This bill proposes to graduate the price of the 
ublic lands, so that such of it as has been in mar- 
et five years, and remains unsold, may be reduced in 
rice to the actual settler, to the sum of one dollar 

r acre; that which has been in market ten years, 
to seventy-five cents; that which has been in market 
fifteen years, to fifty cents; and that which has been in 
market twenty years, to twenty-five cents per acre. 
Most of these lands had been culled over by the peo- 
ple of other governments, many years prior to the 
plication of our own present land system to them. 

or instance: Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan were 
taken possession of by the French in 1680, and the 
lands were picked by them; in 1764 the Spanish 
government was established in Upper Louisiana, 
—the now State of Missouri; the French and Span- 
ish settlements commenced in Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, Alabama, Florida, and some parts of Arkan- 
sas, in the year 1700; and the policy of donations, 
head rights, and free gifts of land, alternately pre- 
vailed under the Kings of France and Spain, for the 
purpose of inducing rapid settlement of those coun- 
tries; sothat, in this way, the best lands were in 
many instances selected and appropriated more 
than a century prior to the time when our citizens 
could be permitted to enter them even at the old 

rice of $2 00 per acre. Lands, therefore, that 
oe been rejected by the Frenchman, the Span- 
iard, andthe American, for more than a century, 
(as is the case in the vicinity of the old French and 
Spanish villages,) must be presumed, at least until 
the contrary is shown, to possess but little value. 

It is a cardinal and sound principle of political 
economy, that, in a republican government, the peo- 
ple, the masses, should, as far as possible, be en- 
couraged in their laudable desires to become owners 
ofthe soil. The relation of landlord and tenant is 
not favorable tothe growth or maintenance of free 

rinciples. The constant aim of monarchies is to 
build up a landed and moneyed aristocracy; to ac- 
cumulate wealth and power in the hands of the few; 
tocreate distinctions and orders in society; to make 
the poor laborer the mere serf of his wealthy employ- 
er:and a _? precisely opposite to that should 
be adopted by us. The claim of the general govern- 
ment to the lands within the limits of the respective 
States should be extinguished as speedily as is practi- 
cable;and sound policy requires that they should 

_ atan early day into the hands of the actual settler. 

he moment the citizen becomes a freeholder, his 
ties to his country and its institutions are increased. 
He has his home, his fireside, and his personal liber- 
ty and security, to mq and defend ; he is bound 
by a triple cord to the land in which he lives. 

The tenant has no permanent home, no fireside 
that he can call his own; and is subject to be turned 
out to the pitiless peltings of the storm, at the 
whim or caprice of a dictatorial landlord. Tenantry 
is unfavorable to freedom, and should be dreaded 
and shunned in this country. 

_ There is as much, if not more, truth than poetry 
in the beautiful lines of the immortal Goldsmith, 
commencing— 

“Ill fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 

Where wealth accumulates, and men decay; 

Princes and lords may flourish, or may fade; 

A breath can make them, as a breath has made: 

Buta bold peasantry, their country’s pride, 

When once destroyed, can never be supplied.” 

The object of this government, as a matter of 
course, is not to become a great land speculator— 
not to oppress the farming class of community; 
because, if there is one set of men in the world 
more deserving of legislative bounties than all others 
—one class who are pursuing that course which the 
God of nature has clearly pointed out as ne- 
cessary and proper, it is the man who, with his own 
hands, cultivates the soil. This is the most hon- 
orable and the most independent occupation on 
earth; and yet, in this country, under our system 
of legislation, it yields a less profit than any other 
business. The commercial, the manufacturing, the 
banking, and the professional interests, are each and 
all more protected and better paid than are the farm- 
ing interests; and yet there is not a ship that sails, 
a factory that operates, a banker, professional man, 
or, indeed, any other human being that lives and 
breathes, who is not directly dependent upon the farm- 
er for the very bread that sustains life. The great 
farming community is the first to be thought of 
when burdens are to be borne, when taxes are to be 
egy. when battles are to be fought; and the last to 

remembered when benefits are to be conferred. 
The manufacturer, the merchant, and the banker, 
all—all are remembered before the farmer, when the 
‘‘loavee and fishes” come to be divided, 


a 


_ This bill, then, is for the benefit of that merito- 
rious class of community so much oppressed hither- 
to by partial legislation. We are told by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Viton] that this 
bill “strikes at the value of more than a thousand 
millions of property.” Suppose this to be correct, 
which I shall endeavor to show is not the case: 
shall we deny to the poor man the facilities of ob- 
taining a home and of becoming a freeholder, be- 
cause, forsooth, the wealthy landholders will there- 
by have fewer opportunities of extorting high 
prices for their lands? Are we to legislate exclu- 
sively for capitalists and speculators? or are we to 
legislate for the permanent good ofthe country? It 
is not true, however, that cheapening the prices of 
lands in one section of country 1s followed, as a ne- 
cessary consequence, by a corresponding deprecia- 
tion in other sections. Among many other instan- 
ces at hand, I will adduce one from my native State, 
Kentucky. In Fayette, Scott, Clark, Bourbon, and 
Woodford counties, (the very heart and choice of 
Kentucky,) land for a quarter ofa century has been 
as high as $50, $75, and $100 per acre. The lands 
in the southern portion, in what is known as “Jack- 
son’s purchase,” were offered for sale and sold at 
12; cents per acre—good lands too. The effect 
was not to reduce the price of lands in the neigh- 
borhood of Lexington, but the result was this: the 
very wealthy bought out the less wealthy farmer, 
and the latter gave place to the fine bleoded stock, 
the short-horned Durham cattle, and acertain dig- 
nitary from Malta, remarkable for his stenterian 
voice, his long ears, and his grave and sober coun- 
tenance. 

The honorable member from Ohio is probably 
the most able debater that can be found amongst the 
opponents of this bill; and he has presented, in the 
most striking manner, the objections to it; yet I 
think that, in his anxiety to find bugbears, and to 
create alarm, he has made the different parts of his 
speech inconsistent the one with the other; and in 
this way it becomes its own executioner. 

He says, if] read him aright: “Should the bill 
pass, it would not increase the population of the 
western country by a single man; nor would it se- 
cure the sale of one more acre to the government; 
but, for a time at least, would rather diminish both.” 

In another portion of his remarks, in speaking of 
the foul practices and the monopoly of the public 
lands in the hands of speculators likely to grow up 
under this bill, the gentleman says: “thousands on 


thousands could be hired in New York and 
Cincinnati, and all our large cities, to make 
the oath, and then the transfer. Speculators 


in shoals would have to pay twenty-five cents for 
the finest and richest land in the world, and some- 
thing for the cost of swearing. Ina brief period 
capital would again take this direction, as in 1836; 
and then the land would be held up till the pro- 

ss of farms around should augment its value.” 
These contradictory positions forcibly remind me 
of the celebrated suit about the kettle between two 
neighbors, on the trial of which the defendant plead- 
ed three several pleas: Ist. That the kettle was 
cracked when he gotit. 2d. That it was sound 
when he returned it; and 3d. That he never got the 
kettle. Now, in the first place, the gentleman ar- 
gues that this bill will not occasion the sale of a sin- 
gle acre of land; and secondly, he contends that, un- 
der this bill, speculators will buy up the land and 
hold on to it, until it is enhanced in price by adja- 
cent improvements. 

His compliment to the thousands on thousands 
of affidavit-makers who, as he says, can be hired in 
the emporium of his own State and elsewhere, to 
take false oaths for the purpose of entering lands, 
I need not further notice, than to say that when such 
a troop arrived in the new States, they would likely 
find Judge Lynch at home, ready to administer jus- 
tice to them “speedily and without delay.” But, 
sir, this is all false alarm. Such a mercenary band, 
if organized, could te much more profita: ly em- 
ployed in robbing merchants, bankers, and such 
fraudulent bankrupts as concealed their money and 
effects while they “sponged out” their debts with 
an oath. Some ten years since Congress enacted a 
law by which the actual settler was permitted to en- 
ter a forty-acre tract of land for cultivation, and not 
in trust for another; which law required, as in this 
case, that an affidavit should be filed, setting forth the 
facts. Those opposed to the new States raised a 
false clamor against that law; yet it has worked well, 
and you never hear complaints of mal-practice un- 
der it. The gentleman from Ohio has given an iso- 
lated case, (that of the “Blask Swamp” in his dis- 


trict,) which was ed over fora number of years, 
and thought to Ce eielnehie but which had 
since, by industry and improvement, been reclaimed, 
and sold at the government eee This case proves 
that the people in the neighborhood of the “Black 
Swamp” were mistaken in their first opinion, and 
that they, by improving and making it ullable, have 
done more than they supposed they could do; but it 
by no means proves that the finest portions of lands 
in the new States have not passed into private 
hands. 

Another objection of the gentleman from Ohio is, 
that those who wish to purchase land for ther 
children will have to pay $1 25 sal acre for it. This 
is a mere phantom of the brain; land is too plenuful, 
and money too scarce in the new States, for-any dif 
ficulty of this sort to exist. Those who har 
money can purchase land at their own price—for 
less than one dollar per acre; they can purchase 
farms in the new States for less money than it wou'd 
cost to put the improvements on them. The effect 
of this bill will not be to prevent those who have 
money from purchasing on fair terms; but to mult- 
ity the chances of those who have no money, and 
of those who have but littl money to procure a 
home. 

From the tenor of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio, it is apparent that he has fallen into an 
egregious error, by relying solely upon the natural 
increase among our own people for future settle 
ment, instead of looking to the various quarters of 
the civilized earth for emigrants to come and unite 
with us as one people. In the county of Effing- 
ham, in Ilinoiws, we have a most thrifty and indus- 
trious settlement of Germans; and in the county ot 
Jasper, we have’a growing and highly flourishing 
settlement of French people, all foreigners, and 
from the cainhbareiil of the Rhine. Pass this 
bill, and pursue a humane and just policy towards 
foreigners, by giving them the benefit of our laws, 
and treating them as friends, and not as enemies, 
and it will be the means of inducing thousands 
to renounce their allegiance to the “ princes 
and potentates’ of the Old World, and to seek 
protection under the “bright stars and broad stripes” 
of the American flag. ‘The millions necessary to 
setile our hundreds of millions of acres of public 
lands must come from abroad; otherwise, at the end 
of athousand years, under our present system, the 
government would yet remain the owner of a large 
quantity of land. There are now about one hundred 
and fifty millions of acres of unsold lands within the 
limits of the new States; superadd to this the vast 
ge in Florida, Iowa, and Wisconsin, and 


that portion of country lying between Missouri and 
the Ricky mountains, together with the part of 


Oregon to which our title is not disputed, and you 
have a vast and almost boundless territory, which 
requires the wisdom and forecast of the statesman 
to io the lands settled and occupied, rather than 
the mean views of the miserto keep them hoarded 
up in the hands of the government. 

The gentleman from Ohio thinks that the pro- 
digious sales of lands in 1835-6-7, constitute the 
true cause of the — of the staple products of 
the new States. Nothing can be more erroneous. 
Those entries were made mainly for speculation. 
The Boston land company, the Illinois land com- 
pany, and various other companies and corporations, 
went largely into the business; many of them have 
since broken; some have offered their lands at thirty 
cents per acre; and but a very small quantity indeed 
of the land has gone into the hands of the cultivator 
of the soil. 

No, air; our produce is depressed in price by that 
tariff which makes lords of those who contro! the 
loom and the spinning-jenny, and slaves of those 
who wield the hoe and guide the plough. It is one 
of the irreversible laws of trade that one nation will 
not, and cannot long purchase the products of anoth- 
er, unless she purchases in return. Barter and ex- 
change of commodities are the very life-blood of 
commerce between nations. 

Having, as | trust, shown in their true light some 
of the sophistries and inconsistencies of the very in- 
telligent gentleman from Ohio, I cannot forbear be- 
stowing a passing notice = the honorable gentle- 
man from Vereen, {[Mr. Corramer. | 

Some persons seem to apprehend, in the event of 
the reduction of land to 25 cents per acre, that the 
“* universal Yankee nation,” true to the instinct of 
self-interest, will seek homes and acquire Jands in 
the new States; but, sir, such is not the case. In 
the older countries of Europe wealth has accumulated 
in the hands of the titled nobility and the booted 
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aristocracy. There, the menial slave, like Lazarus 
of old, is dependent for his subsistence upon “the 
crumbs that fall from the rich man’s table.” He 
learns “to crouk the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
that thrift may follow fawning,” and is doomed to 
perpetual servitude. The former will not looate in 
a new country, because his ease and his pleasure 
are not thereby promoted; and the latter will not do 
so because he cannot. Such, to some extent, is be- 
coming the case in the older States of our confeder- 
acy. ‘The line of demarcation is much more palpa- 
ble, and the distinction is much greater between the 
rich and the poor, than it is in the new States. We 
could hope to draw emigration from the middling 
classes only either in this country or in Europe. 

The honorable gentleman from Vermont makes a 
direct appeal to the old States. I quote his words 
literally, I believe: ‘‘But he trusted that those from 
the oldest States would prevent its passage, as they 
had heretofore done when similar bills were pro- 
posed.” This appeal to the narrow prejudices of 
the older States—this effort to fan the flame of sec- 
tional jeaiousies—cannot enure to their ultimate ben- 
efit, as will be seen by a reference to the unparal- 
leled increase of the population of the new States 
within the last quarter of a century. 

Here permit me to adduce, as proof‘on this point, 
what was said on the 15th of January, 1839, in the 
Senate of the United States, by one of its then most 
distinguished members, coming from an old and 
not from one of the new States: 


“| shall begin with premising that J am under strong con- 
viction, both trom observation and reflection, that we have 
arrived at the period when an entire revolution of our land 
system, as far as itis applicable to those States, is inavoida- 
ble. They have, in fact, outgrown the system. Sin e its 
first adoption they have come into existence, have passed 
through a state of infancy, and have now arrived at man- 
hood. The system which was wise and just at first, is 
neither wise nor just applied to them in their changed com 
dition. 

‘We have heard much, Mr. President, in the present dis- 
cussion, about the growth of the new States; but, as I may 
judge fromthe various measures proposed on the present 
occasion, we have neither realized its rapidity, aor tee una- 
voidable changes in ourland system which imust follow in 
its train. Their wonderful growth is, indeed, one of those re- 
alities almost beyond the grasp of imagination. When I go 
back twenty-seven years, tothe period when I first became 
a member of the other House, and compare what the new 
States then were, to what they now are, | am lost in wonder 
wadamazement. Their growth is without example. There 
is nothing like itin history. Atthattime there was but a 
single new State, (Ohio.) I exclude Kentucky, Tennessee, 
aii Maine, all of which have been admitted since the adop- 
tion ofthe constitution, and limit my remarks to those 
which have since sprung up on the public domain. 

“Ohio had then but one representative in the other House, 
Jeremiah Morrow, an honest and sensible man, who was at 
that time at the head of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
had the confidence of the House so completely that his voice 
was the law of all subjects connected with them. So little 
interest did they, at that time, excite. There were then 
thirty-two senators in all, of which Ohio had, of course, 
two; that is, the one-sixteenth of the whole. Inthe electo- 
ral college she had three votes, which made her weight 
about the one-fiftieth in that body—a weight scarcely felt 
or estimated in the political movements of the day. 

“Such, at that time, was the infawt and feeble condition of 
the new States. Since then, ina period but little exceed- 
ing that allotted to asingle generation, to pass over the 
stage of life, how wondertul the change! Instead of one, as 
then, there are now nine new States; and in the place of 
two senators in thirty-two, we now have eighteen in fifty- 
two: making. instead of one-sixteenth, more than a third of 
the whole; and already three territories, Florida, Wisconsin, 
and lowa, are struggling for aimission. When admitted, 
which must be shortly, there will then be twelve new 
States, with twenty-four senators in fifty-six, which will in- 
crease their relative weightin this body to three-sevenths 
of the whole. » 

“But as wonderful as has been the increase in this body, 
it will he still more so, after the next census, in the other. 
It will be taken nextyear, anda new appointment of the 
members will be made under the constitution; when, in- 
stead of a single member, being less than one ina hundred, 
as was the case twenty-seven years ago, the representation 
of the new States will then stand to the old, at least as for- 
tye sixty, or two-fifths of the whole, us calculated by a 
frend familiar with the subject, and in whose accuracy | 
have entire confidence. The new States having, as they 
will then, three-sevenths in this, and two-fifths in the other 
House, will, of course, have a relative weight in the electo- 
ral college, or the same thing ina choice of a President, 
compounded of the two, that is, five-tweliths of the whole. 
So much for the past. 

“Now if we turn to the future, we shall find the cause of 
this amazing growth so far from being exhausted or weak- 
ened,is acting with increased force, and urging forward 
the growth of those States with accelerated, instead of a de- 
creasing velocity; so much so, that the past changes in the 
last twenty-seven years will appear as nothing, compared 
with what will take place inthe next twenty-seven, unless 
some unforeseen occurrence should intervene to retard their 
progress. Ifmy memory serve me, our population, twen- 
ty-seven years ago, was about seven millions; and our an- 
nual increase then—that is, the excess of births over deaths, 
including emigration—about two hundred thousand, estimat- 
ing ourgrowth at three per cent. compound. Since then, 
our population has increased not less than nine millions, 
moaking the present probably about sixteen, which, on the 
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same duta, will make our annual increase at this time but 
little short of halfa million; the greater part of which will 
find their homes in the new States. 

“T will not enter into a minute calculation as to the ef- 
fects of this great increase on the relative weight of the 
new and old States at the next succeeding census, in 1850. 
It is sufficient to say, that it will give a decided ey to 
the former, both in the House of Representatives and in 
the electoral college, and, of course,in the government; 
and thus, in the shortspace ofone generation and a half, 
the sceptre of political power, as between the old and new 
States, will have passed from the former to the latter. 

“Now, with these unquestionable results before us, I 
ask, not whether it would be wise to continue the old sys- 
tem; no, sir! afar bolder question, will it be practicable? 
And ifnot practicable, would it be wise to struggle to con- 
tinue it, tilloverthrown by the force of unavoidable and irre- 
sistible causes? | ask, what would be the effects of such a 
struggle? Wouldit not be to excite, in the first instance, 
animosity and discord between the old and new States, 
and, in the,end, to overthrow the entire land system, with 
the certain loss, ultimately, of the public domain? I shall 
not, on this occasion, attempt a formal discussion of these 

oints. I propose, in order to illustrate, simply to show 
now vain and dangerous would be the attempt to hold onto 
the present system, under these great and growing changes, 
by tracing its! operation under a single aspect, its bearing 
on the presidential question.” 

The truth is presented in a most striking light in 
the foregoing remarks of that illustrious statesman, 
[Mr. Calhoun;] and he proves most clearly that the 
imperious necessity exists of extinguishing the fed- 
eral title to the lands in the new States in a fair and 
equitable manner. Not being wedded to any par- 
ticular plan, with me, graduation, cession, or grants 
and donations to actual settlers, would either be ac- 
ceptable; but that something must be done, and that 
quickly, is as evident as the shining of the sun at 
noonday. On this subject there is but one opinion 
in the new States. They now constitute one-third 
of the people of this nation. Whig and democrat, 
forgetting former differences, will unite like brothers 
in one common cause on this great question. You 
may defeat us now, but the war wiil be renewed 
from year to year; new armies will constantly be 
coming to ouraid. ‘The sceptre is fast departing” 
from the East; the march of empire is westward. 
A few years more, and the weight of population 
will be west of the mountains. The God of the 
universe has decreed it, and it is vain and nugatory 
for impotent man to resist. 

With a seeming kind and patronizing air, we are 
told by the honorable gentleman that this bill would 
not redound to the benefit of the people of the new 
States and Territories. The answer to that assump- 
tion is this: that these States and Territories have, 
through their legislatures, memorialized Congress in 
favor of the provisions of this bill. ‘The case stands 
thus: the people of eight States and three 'Territo- 
ries think one way on Eee and the two 
honorable gentlemen from Vermont and Ohio think 
a different way; and it is a grave question for the 
House to determine as to which side is most likely 
to be right. 


The honorable gentlemen contend that these lands 
should not be reduced in price, because they are 
worth, and will ultimately command, $1 25 per acre. 
By the joint aid of specific duties, and a horizontal 
tariff, they levy the same price on each acre of land; 
whether rich or poor, arable or sterile, swamp or 
plain, upland or lowland, mountain or valley, prai- 
re or woodland, all kinds are grouped together and 
sold, or rather offered to be sold, at one inexorable 
price. Suppose that the honorable gentlemen should 
collect together, indiscriminately, one hundred horses, 
large and small, old and young, halt and blind, 
sound and unsound: would they have the folly to 
ask purchasers the same price for a good or a bad 
horse? Surely not. 

There is quite as much difference in the quality 
and relative value of different tracts of land as there 
isin the quality and value of different horses; and 
like discrimination should be made in the sale of 
each. 

Why, sir, there is “the grand prairie,” extending 
from Lake Michigan to the Rocky mountains, with 
skirts of timber at intervals, a large portion of which 
could not be sold at the present price in the life 
time of the gentlemen, if they should live to the 
good old age of Methusaleh. 

Unless the government shall grant head rights, 
settlement rights, or donations of some kind, these 
prairies, with their gorgeous growth of flowers, their 
green carpeting, their lovely lawns and gentle 
slopes, will for centuries continue to be the home of 
the “wild deer and wolf,” their stillness will be 
undisturbed by the jocund song of the farmer, and 
their deep and fertile soil unbroken by his plough- 
slisre. Something must be done to remedy this 
evil. It is idle ant senseless to continue at the pres- 








ent price such a wide expanse of UNMitigated 
prairie. 

It will be kept in mind that the new States, yp. 
like the old, pay tribute to the federal governmen 
for their lands; and that the federal land offices 
a sort of conduit pipe that convey the bulk of the 
money from the new States to the national treas. 


ury. 

ii cannot have escaped the attention of this House 
that the money collected from the new States, wheth’ 
er by the oppressive tariff of 1842 or by the presen 
land system, either of which is a species of robbe 
authorized by law, is mainly expended in the old 
States and in this District. Many of the idle ang 
profligate officers of the army and navy, whoa. 
migratory in their habits, and do little else than 
wander from one fashionable and expensive hote| 
to another, as the loafing spendthrifts of the money 
of the government, are paid in part out of the hard 
earnings of labor in the new States. 

We do not receive any supplies, any bounties 
or bonuses from the general government to suppl 
this exhaustion. This is the great secret of the un 
paralleled scarcity of money beyond the mountains; 
and our people will be beggared by this system un. 
til they have the strength and the nerve to crush it. 

The money derived from the sales of lands in the 
old States did not pass into the national treasury, 
Take, for instance, the State of Maryland, settled 
under the auspices of Lord Baltimore; or Pennsy|. 
vania, which was originally granted to Wm. Penn; 
or any of the other States, (some of which were set- 
tled by the Dutch, some by Swedish, and others by 
English companies;) and you will find that they 
never paid the general government a copper for 
their lands, and therefore never had to endure like 
hardships with the new States. eee 

Regarding the policy of the older States in disposing 
of the land within their limits, as lamps of light to 
guide Congress on this subject, let us see what has 
been their policy. Kentucky and Tennessee sold their 
land at 12} cents per acre; Maine, New York, and 
Massachusetts disposed of theirs at low prices—the 
law of Maine in 1824, reduced them to 30 cents; 
North Carolina sold hers from 5 to 10 cents; and 
Georgia gave hers without price to her people. She 
established a lottery, and presented a ticket to each 
one of her citizens, who came within the rule pre- 
scribed, and then left it to the ‘‘Fates” to determine 
between them. 

Notwithstanding such has been the policy of other 

States, yet we are told that the good old policy of 
donations to actual settlers, pursued more or less by 
all governments, whether free or despotic, is to be 
abandoned in the new States, and that one uniform, 
horizontal, unvarying price is to be demanded for all 
lands, whether fen, bog, marsh, prairie, or fertile 
dain, 
The honorable gentlemen who have spoken against 
this bill, proceed on the ground that they know 
better than the people of the new States themselves, 
what is their true interest. 

On all questions depending upon book-learned 
skill, as profound jurists and statesmen, I should 
have the utmost confidence in the opinions of the 
honorable gentlemen. But, sir, upon this question the 
opinion of one shrewd, enterprising backwoods hun- 
ter, who has seen the red man in his native forest, and 
has slept with him in his wigwam; who has met 
him face to face in peace and in war; who has said 
to the most daring warrior, in a spirit of bold def- 
ance— 

“My pass in danger tried, 

Hangs in my belt and by my side;” 
and who has afterwards! smoked the pipe of peace 
with him around his own council fires ;—yes, sir, 
the opinion of one such man, who has lived in half 
faced camps and real—not mock—log cabins, 
through the rigor of winter, and who has subsisted 
upon wild game, the deer, the elk, and the buffalo, 
is worth more than the vague notions of a hundred 
book-worms, speculating theorists, or members of 
Congress. " 

Many years ago, almost “solitary and alone, 
this ball was put in motion, by its illustrious author, 
in the other end of the Capitol; and it requires nel 
ther a prophet nor the son of a prophet to foresee 
that it Will be pressed, in one form or another, until 
the federal title is extinguished to lands lying within 
the limits of the new States. The voice of the 
people will be heard, from the interminable prairie, 
the éverglades, the mountain pass, and the shores of 
the Pacific, erying aloud for some measure of this 
sort. Upon the great question of the right of em! 
nent domain, and of the total extinction of the fed- 
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eral title to the lands within the limits of the States, 
we shall find advocates in the ranks of the State- 
rights men in all parts of the Union. 
“While it is yet in our power, let us, I beseech 
nilemen, settle this vexed question upon a fair 
and equitable basis, so that we can invite the op- 
pressed from each quarter of the globe to come 
among us, where he can enjoy political and religious 
freedom—where the doctrines of Christianity can be 
taught to the pagan and the Mohammedan—and 
where the great principles of equal rights and of re- 
ublican liberty can be taught to the subject and 
gerf of the autocrat, the king, and the monarch. 


this bill will propose such modifications as will pro- 
duce harmony and union between the conflicting in- 


terests. ; 
Mr. McDOWELL offered the following amend- 


ment: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to subject the alternate sections of land reserved 
by the United States within any of the States, upon any 


¢ 


improvement therein, nor such as may hereafter be so re- 
served. 

Mr. McD. said that the author of the bill before 
the committee had no objection to the amendment 
offered, and he hoped no objection would be raised 
from any other quarter. His object was to save the 
lands indicated in the amendment from the provi- 
sions of the bill, for the reason that a large quan- 
tity of land was so situated in his State, belonging to 
the government, and would, froni the date of its 
survey, be subject toentry at the minimum rate of 
the bill; and, if made subject to entry now, would 
have a most injurious effect upon the lands granted 
to Ohio, and yet unsold, within the same vicinity. 

Mr. CAUSIN observed that he looked upon this 
bill inno other light than that of one proposing an 
entire new change in the system of disposing of the 
public lands; and it seemed to him that the gentle- 
men of the new States treated the subject as if it 
entirely belonged to them, and as if it was uncharita- 
ble in the members of the old States to interfere 
with it. They had been told by the gentleman 
from Illinois that the drain from the new States into 
the public treasury was like the tracks into the lion’s 
den—all going in and none coming out; and that the 
government did everything for the old States, and 
nothing for the new. Now there was a singular 
difference of opinion between the gentleman and 
him as to the state of facts; for, from all his knowl- 
edge on the subject of this trust fund, [the public 
lands,] it appeared to him that the government had 
paid but little regard to the old States, while it had 
done too much for the new. 

On the first reading of this bill, it would appear 
that it was a simple graduation bill, according the 
number of years the lands have been in market; but 
this was not so; and he would assert it as a fact 
that could not be controverted, that it was a naked 
proposition to sell nearly all the public lands at 
twenty-five cents an acre. Had any gentleman told 
the House how many acres of the public lands 
would be liable to be purchased to-morrow at twen- 
ty-five cents per acre? Mr. C. then referred to the 
wep documents to show the number of acres that 
had been surveyed and that have been twenty years 
in the market. He then went on to argue that the 
old States had as great an interest in those lands as 
the new, since they were acquired by the common 
services and snitileas of the old States in the war of 
the revolution. He went on tocontend that these 
lands were not conceded for the eXclusive benefit of 
the new or western States, but for the common ben- 
efit of all; and he asserted that the use of this trust- 
fund had been capricious in the hands of its trustees, 
everything being given to the new States and noth- 
ing to the old States. He had never tasted a hot- 
bed produc'ion that was well flavored; but this bill 
was calculated to produce an unnatural growth in 
the new States; it was offering a bribe to them to 
force their population. It was a temptation to the 
poor and industrious to abandon their present homes 
and present employments, by which they now suc- 
ceed in living, though their condition be poor, for a 
— - an employment for which they were not 
adapted. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH next obtained the floor; 
and, on his motion, the committee rose and reported 
progress. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 


Mr. HARDIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to reduce the 
rates of postage and to prevent frauds on the Post 
Office Department; which was read twice, and coms 
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mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

_ On the motion of Mr. WILLIAM WRIGHT, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to remove the obstructions at the 
mouth of the Passaic river. 

On the motion of Mr. PATERSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on “Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a 
fortification at or near the mouth of Genesee river, upon 
Lake Ontario. 

On the motion of Mr. SHEPHERD CARY, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be re- 
quested to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
construction of a military road to Fort Kent, on the river 
St. John, in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Secretary of War. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


At the request of Mr. JOSEPH R. INGER- 
SOLL, the Senate bill to settle the title to the Pea 
Patch Island, in the river Delawafe, was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 

lowing executive communications: 


A letter from the Treasury Department, in an- 
swer to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 5th instant, furnishing estimates of the 
cost of again placing the branch mint at Charlotte, 
North Carolina, in a condition for resuming its oper- 
ations. 

A letter from the Navy Department, accompanied 
by a statement of the expenditures under the head 
of contingent expenses of the navy, as settled and 
allowed at the office of the 4th Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, during the year ending Septembev 30, 1844; 
prepared in compliance with the requirements of 
the Sth section of an act approved March 3, 1809. 

A communication from the Navy Department, 
accompanied by a statement from the 4th Auditor of 
the Treasury, showing the receipts and expendi- 
tures of the navy pension fund for the year ending 
30 September, 1844, and its condition at that date. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a report of the revenue marine service, 
which presents a detailed statement of the vessels 
employed, those inthe course of construction, and 
estimates of the expenditures thereon. 

These communications were severally referred to 
appropriate committees, and ordered to be printed. 

r. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate entitled “An act granting a peusion to 
James Duffy, reported the same without amend- 
ment, and it was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. J.E CARY: The petition of Laura Reddington, 
praying for payment to her of the pension to which her hus- 
band, John Keddington, a revolutionary soldier, was en- 
titled: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Samuel Gould, that 
money paid for land, to which he obtained no title, be re- 
funded: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The petition and papers in the case of 
the heirs of William Arnold, praying the right to change 
the location ofa military land warrant: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Samuel Jackson, John 
S. Wily, and others, surgeons and assistant surgeons in the 
navy of the United States, praying that the same kind and 
degree of rank now accorded to the medical officers of 
the army, may be extended to the medical officers of the 
navy. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Two petitions from citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking Congress for an appropriation for the 
shipping piers at Vort Penn,on the river Delaware, and for 
the erection of a light house onthe Brandywine shoal. 

By Mr. HOLMES: The memorial of the South Carolina 
Railroad company, praying that they may import, free of du- 
ty one mile of the pipes and machincry necessary to be work- 
ed on the atmospheric pressure onan inclined plane, where 
a rope is now used. : 

By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of the heirs of Rev. David 
Avery, deceased, for a pension: : referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Farivar, December 20, 1844. 


The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. 
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Mr. WENTWORTH asked leave to introduce 
a bill, of which he had heretofore given notice. 

Mr. VANCE objected, and suggested that the 
House should resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar—this being Friday, 
the usual day devoted to such business 

The SPEAKER satd that motion was not in or- 
der. except by general consent. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said there were many notices 
on the record of the intention of members to ask 
leave to introduce bills and resolutions; and he 
thought it due to those members that they should 
have an opportunity to ask the leave of which they 
had given intimations, that such bills and resolutions 
might take their course, and be sent to committees 
for consideration. 

Mr. VANCE objected to any debaw. 

_ Mr. DROMGOOLE then would move for leave to 
introduce a joint resolution to amend the constitu- 
tion of the United States in relation to the election 
of President. 

_ Objection was made to the reception of that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the introduction of that resolution, and 
such others of which notice had been given as would 
not give rise to debate. 

r. A. V. BROWN requested the gentleman 
from Virginia to extend his motion so as to include 
bills from committees, which many gentlemen were 
prepared to report. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL wished it to be further 
extended so as to include notices of bills and reso- 
lutions to be hereafter introduced. 

Mr. VANCE inquired what rules were to be sus- 
pended, this being private-bill day. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman was 
mistaken in supposing that the private calendar was 
now in order: the regular onies of business was 
the consideration of those resolutions and other 
business which had been laid over under the rules. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Drom- 
GooLe’s motion, by Messrs. Haut and Brena ie, as 
tellers; when 68 voted in the affirmative, and 53 in 
the negative. 

So the rules were not suspended, two-thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved a suspension of 
the rules, for the purpose of going into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a view 
of taking up a bill on the calendar which had been 
there from the last session. 

The vote was taken, and 72 voted in the affirma- 
tive, and 32 in the negative. 

No quorum voting— 

Tellers were called for and ordered, and Messrs. 
Cavusin and Burke were appointed; and they re- 
ported 83 in the affirmative, and 35 in the negative. 

So the motion prevailed. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union— 
Mr. Cave Jomnson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the first business in or- 
der to be the bill to graduate and reduce the price of 
the public lands in favor of actual settlers and culti- 
vators. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to lay aside that bill; 
but he was informed that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Ronert Smitn] was entitled to the floor, 
and therefore he could not now submit such a mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed to the gentleman 
from Illinois to give way, so that the land bill might 
be postponed, to enable the committee to take up 
the bill No. 216, being a bill to establish an inde- 
pendent treasury. 

Mr. R. SMITH intimated his willingness to do 
so, providing he should not lose his right to the 
floor when the land bill should again come up. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN suggested to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Dromcoote} that his motion was 
susceptible of division. He (Mr. B.) might be 
willing to postpone the land bill and yet not deai- 
rous to take up the independent treasury bill so ear- 
ly in the session. He should prefer to have the first 
bill on the calendar taken up—being a bill to repeal 
the districting section of the apportionment act. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH said, if the time of the 
House was to be consumed by this wrangling about 
the bill to be taken up, he should prefer to go on 
now with his remarks. 

Mr. THOMASSON submitted that he desired, at 
the appropriate time, to submit a substitute for the 
bill under consideration. 

Some conversation ensued, in whieh Messrs, 
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PETTIT, C.J. INGERSOLL, and WINTHROP 
took part. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the motion of 
the gentleman from Virginia would be divided, and 
the question first taken on the postponement of the 
bill before the committee. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that was not his mo- 
tion. He made a substantive motion to postpone 
the land bill for the purpose of taking up the bill 
No. 216; and if that should not prevail, any other 
gentleman might move to postpone to take up any 
other bill. 

The CHAIRMAN persisted in his decision, and 
the question was put on the motion to postpone. 
Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Duncan and 
Grinne Lt wer@appointed; and they reported 74 in 
the affirmative and 31 in the negative—no quorum 
voting. 

{Cries of “rise and report that fact to the House.”’] 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON inquired if the question of 
postponement was debatable. [le wished to say a 
single word. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was not—the 
Hlouse having decided on the question. 

‘The question on postponement wes again taken, 
and decided in the affirmative—yeas 55, nays 30. 

THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 

The second division of the question, viz: on the 
motion of Mr. Dromcoo.e to take up bill No. 216, 
‘to provide for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, 
and disbursements of the public revenue,” was taken 
and resulted—ayes 81, noes 26. No quorum 
voting— 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it not the duty of the chair- 
man to report the fact of no quorum to the House? 
1 hope it will be done. 

After some further conversation, the Chairman 
deciding, as there was evidently a quorum in the 
llouse, that it was not incumbent on the committee 
to rise, unless upon motion to that effect agreed 
{u—— 

‘The question was taken on the motion to rise, 
and it was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the motion to take 
up the bill No. 216, “to provide for the collection, 
safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the pub- 
lie revent°,” was again taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 90, noes 31. 

So the committee determined that they would 
proceed with the consideration of the bill abovemen- 
tioned. 

‘The Clerk commenced and proceeded with the 
reading of the bill; but before he had concluded— 

Mr. PETTIT inquired if it was not in order to 
suspend the further reading of the bill? They had 
al! read it over and over for the last six years. He 
moved to suspend the further reading of the bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the gentleman's 
proposition was to suspend with the general reading 
and to read by sections for amendment? If so, he 
had no objection to it. 

Mr. PETTIT replied that that was his motion. 

This proposition being agreed to by universal 
consent, the general reading was dispensed with, 
and 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by clauses, 

The Istand 2d sections having been read, 

Mr. ADAMS rose and inquired of the gentleman 
who had reported this bill, [Mr. Dromeoorr,] 
whether the Ist section was, not a copy of the sub- 
treasury law as it had formerly existed? 

Mr. DROMGOGLE replied that the bill, as origi- 
nally enacted, provided for the preparation of these 
vaults, rooms, &e. Under that act they had been 
prepared; and this Ist section was only changed so 
faras to direct the use of them as prepared under 
the former law. 

Mr. ADAMS was proceeding to make a remark, 
when 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired what section was 
under consideration? And was there a proposition 
of amendment offered? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the 2d section 
was under consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it not in order to move to strike 
out the Ist section? 

‘The CHAIRMAN replied that it was not in ore 
der now, that section having been passed over. 

The reading of the bill was then further proceed- 
ed with. 

* The Sth section having been read, providing for 
the appointment of —— officers, to be entitled “re- 
cvivers general of the public money” — 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to fill the blank by 
inserting the word “four” as the number of said of- 
ficers. 

Which amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved also to amend the 
same by filling another blank, so as to provide for 
the location of one of said officers at St. Louis, 
Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The clause imposing a penalty on defaulters be- 
ing read, 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if it was neces- 
sary to move to strike out that clause, in order to 
make a few remarks. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH then moved to strike out 
the clause under consideration, and observed that he 
wished, before this law went into operation again, 
to know the number of defaulters up to the date of 
its passage, lest there should be charged upon the 
law itself transgressions committed beforehand. 
There have been a great many instances of defalca- 
tion, and several in the State of Illinois, since this 
law was repealed. And although the penal clause 
of the old sub-treasury law was still i force, yet 
he had heard of no criminal prosecutions in these 
cases, although civil actions had been commenced. 
For one, he could not look upon defalcations in any 
trivial light; and he was anxious to know the num- 
ber under each administration. A new administra- 
tion was about to commence, and that administra- 
tion ought to bear its own sins, and no more. It 
had been said that the defaleations under the present 
administration had been smail. Be it so or not, 
justice to the present and to the coming administra- 
ions requires that the fact should be known. He had 
made these remarks merely as prefatory to a res- 
olution calling for information*upon this subject. To 
make them at the time of offering the resolution, 
might be outof order. Hence he made them now, 
as he believed that so long as the penal clause stood 
in full force, its provisions should be carried out. 
If the democratic party was strongly committed in 
favor of any one thing, it was in favor of 
the safe-keeping and disbursing of the public 
moneys. Thus committed, he was, before the new 
administration commenced, for obtaining the num- 
ber and amount of all the present defalcations. 
= favor ought not to be denied to President 

olk. 


Mr. W. closed by stating that, in a few days, he 
would submit a resolution to this purpose, aid he 
hoped no obstacle from any quarter would arise 
to its adoption, as it would prevent much dispute 
hereafter. The number of defalcations was the 
great argument against the independent treasury 
system. The people had a right to know whether, 
with or without that system, the number was the 


greatest. He hoped his resolution would exhibit 
this fact. Mr. W. concluded by withdrawing his 
motion. 


On motion by Mr. DROMGOGLE, some amend- 
ments were then made. 

The clause respecting the salaries of receivers 
coming up— 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL moved to amend it, 
by increasing the additional pay allowed by the bill 
to the treasurer of the mint at Philadelphia from 
$500 to $1,000; and, 

fter some remarks from Messrs. DROMGOOLE 
and INGERSOLL, 

The “deaneney was put on the motion, and it was 
rejected, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Untied States of .Imerica in Congress assembled, That the 
rooms prepared and provided in the new treasury building 
at the seat of government for the use of the Treasurer of the 
United States, his assistants and clerks, and occupied by 
them, and also the fire proof vaults and safes erected in said 
rooms, for the keeping of public moneys in the possession 
and under the immediate control of said Treasurer, and here- 
by constituted and declared to be the treasury of the United 
States; and the said Treasurer of the United States shall 
keep all the public moneys which shall come to his hands 
in the treasury of the United States, as hereby constituted, 
until the same shall be drawn therefrom according to law. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE contended that the motion 
was out of order, inasmuch as it was equivalent to 
& motion to reject the bill; and by the parliamentary 
law, a bill was sent to a committee to perfect its 
details, not to defeat it. 

Mr. ADAMS said that his present object was 


— to get rid of that section, which he considered 
ws - ly o ae 

e CHAIR decided that the motion wag y 
presentout of order, the bill having been gone 
through with section by section. 

Mr. J.R. INGE LL asked if it would not be 
in order to move to amend the motion of the gentle. 
man from Virginia, by adding, ‘and that the com. 
mittee recommend that be bill be rejected.” 

The CHAIR said it would not be in order. 

Mr. ADAMS said that his objection to the firs: 
section of the bill was, that it declared that the room 
provided in the new treasury building for the use of 
the Treasurer of the United States was the treasyy 
of the United States, and limited the treasury of the 
United States to that building. 

He went on to contend that that being the treasy- 
ry, and nowhere else, no money could be expended 
unless it had been in those particular safes, withou 
conflicting with the constitution, one clause of which 
provided that ‘‘No money shall be drawn from the 
treasury but in consequence of spemerietens made 
by law.” There were, by this bill, to be a number 
of depositories in which money was to remain syb- 
ject to the drafts of the Treasurer of the United 
States for disbursement, which would never, per. 
haps, find its way into this treasury at all. Now 
he (Mr. A.) knew not why the particular building 
mentioned in this bill should be the treasury of the 
United States, unless it were for the purpose of nul- 
lifying the promnoe of the constitution to which he 
had alluded. This government has existed for up. 
wards of sixty years; and during the whole of that 
time the treasury has been taken and understood to 
be where the money was—in the power of the Treas- 
urer of the United States, and at his responsibility. 
He hoped this section would be stricken out. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE replied. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts had made this objection on a 
previous occasion, and it was held not to be good 
then; and he believed it would be held not to be 
good now. But a complete answer to the objection 
was found in the 11th section of this bill, which was 
in these words: 

Sec. 11. .4nd be it further enacted, That the moneys in the 
hands, care, and custody of any of the depositories consti- 
tuted by this act, shall be considered and held as deposited 
to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, and 
shall be at all times subject to his draft, whether made for 
transfer or disbursement, in the same manner as though the 
said moneys were actually in the treasury of the United 
States; and each depositary shall make returns to the 
Treasury and Post Office Departments of all moneys re- 
ceived and paid by him, at such times, and in such form, as 
shall be directed by the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
Postmaster General. 

The gentleman would see, then, that provision 
was made to meet the objection which he had raised 
—by which it was provided that the money in the 
depositories was subject to the drafts of the T'reas- 
urer, in the same manner as if it was in the treasury 
of the United States. The money in the depositories 
was as much in the treasury of the United States, 
under the construction of this section, as the money 
in the particular building here designated; and no 
part of it could be paid out, but in consequence of 
appropriations made by law. This bill was full of 
guards and checks to prevent an improper appropri- 
ation of the public money. But where were the 
cares and the scruples of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, and the party with which he acted, 
when they placed‘the public money in banks with- 
out the operation of law, and made it subject, in 
like manner, to transfers from one part of the coun- 
try to another. If there were anything in the ol- 
jection of the gentleman from Massachusetts, how 
did it sink into insignificance in comparison with 
those objections which presented themselves to the 
existing system, which had been brought about by 
the hasty and inconsiderate repeal of the sub-treas- 
ury act—which repeal had left the treasury of the 
country, in the language of the great embodiment of 
whigery, “in a lawless condition.” The passage ot 

this bill would prevent the treasury being any long- 
er “in a lawless condition:” it would put the public 
money in better and safer custody; and this was the 
desire of the people, who had decided in favor of 
this system, on the great issue being made betweel 
it and a bank of the United States. If, then, the 
re-establishment of a national bank be an ‘obsolete 
idea,” he appealed to gentlemen if they would not 
put the treasury in a better condition than it was In 
now, in consequence of their hasty repeal of the 
sub-treasury act, by the of this bill—their 
own scheme being hopeless. There was now 10 
law to restrain the arbitrary will of the President of 
the United States in the removal of the public de 
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sites, and the placing of them in such deposito- 
ies a8 he pleased—whether of irresponsible corpora- 
i ng ot of individuals. Milliens were now thus re- 
va from one part of the country to another, by 
én mere dictum of the executive, who had made an 
intimation in his annual communication to Congress 
that the favor of these deposites would be wken 
away, when the conduct of the depositaries was not 
such as he should approve. He had hoped that, 
under existing circumstances, the gentlemen in op- 
ition would have allowed this bill to pass with as 
pride debate as they permitted their hasty repeal bill 
fe be enacted into a law. 
Mr. BARNARD confessed that he was aston- 
ished by the remarks of the gentleman from Vir- 
inia. The gentleman was a lawyer, and was cer- 
tainly able to understand the plain and intelligible 
areument of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
And what was i? Why, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis raised the grave objection to this bill, that 
it proposed by law to repeal a provision of the con- 
stitution. And how had the gentleman from Vir- 
iniamet it? The gentleman from Massachusetts 
had told them that, by this bill, it was proposed to 
make a particular building in this city the treasury 
of the United States, while, at the same time, it was 
proposed to deposite the public moneys all over the 
country, which the gentleman from Virginia told 
them were to be deposited to the credit of the Trreas- 
urer of the United States; while the treasury, by this 
bill, was a particular building. And this was the 
logic with which the grave objection of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was met. He asked the 
gentleman from Virginia, and every other gentle- 
man on this floor, if the objection of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was not a weighty one? If it 
was not true, on the very face of the bill, that the 
proposed to have large sums of money deposited 
from time to time in various places in this country, 
which, in the terms of the bill, are not the treasury 
of the United States. What then became of the 
terms of the constitution, which required that no 
money should be drawn out of the treasury 
but by the operation of law? Suppose it 
should so happen that, in the progress of 
corruption in this country—and there was no man 
of the present day that did not know that this coun- 
try was progressing faster in corruption than in 
anything else. Suppose, in the progress of this 
country, they had a chief magistrate who, for his 
own purpose, or the purposes of a party, laid his 
hand on some portion of the public money in one 
of these depositories, without authority of law: 
could they impeach him? He would perhaps ap- 
al to his good motive, and they could not impeach 
im for a violation of the constitution; for he would 
have taken money which never had been in the 
treasury atall. Here, then, was a suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts in good faith, 
not to the passage of the bill, but to a particular sec- 
tion in the bill. But they had had a further remark 
from the gentleman from Virginia, the purport of 
which was that the people had passed on this ques- 
tion; and, therefore, that it did not become the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, orany other gentleman, 
todelay this measure long enough even to strike 
outan obnoxious feature of the bill. The gentle- 
man said this issue was presented in the late presi- 
dential contest, and that the people then passed upon 
it. Did the gentleman from tee present this 
issue, either in his State or on this floor during the 
last session? He (Mr. B.) thought not. Did they 
not all remember the history of the last session? 
Did the gentleman from Virginia move in this mat- 
ter then? He got the Committee of Ways and 
Means to introduce this bill at an early stage of the 
session, and he was afterwards asked repeatedly 
from various quarters of this House to call it up; 
but the gates from Virginia never could find 
ume to do so during the whole of that session. 
And every body knew that this sub-treasury was 
not one of the issues of the late election; they had 
not dared to make it an issue. They had been 
beaten upon it before, and they were afraid of being 
aten again; and yet the gentleman from Virginia 
said it was one of the issues passed upon by the,peo- 
ple. Certainly he had a strong curiosity to know 
what had been decided at the late election. What 
was decided? Was it the tariff? Was it annexation? 
The sub-treasury? He was not disposed to travel 
out of the record; but if there was any subject which 
had heretofore agitated the public mind, which had 
been carefully kept out of view, this was one. 
might be sections where the democratic par- 
ty had thought it would do to touch the subject, but 
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he would venture to say that it was the case in very 
few sections of the country. Nevertheless, after the 
gentleman from Virginia had repeatedly declined to 
bring up this bill at the last session, he now pro- 
posed to regard it as one of the issues that had al- 
ready been passed upon, and that the people had de- 
cided in its favor! 

Mr. B. concluded by expressing the hope that if 
this bill did pass, an amendment would be adopted 
to obviate this very important objection. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had moved an amendment 
to strike out the first section of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would move to strike out 
the first section of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order, and announced that the question was on rising 
and reporting the bill. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL regretted the decision of 
the Chair, because it appeared to him that the ob- 
jectron of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
every other objection, were all deserving of serious 
consideration. He thought there could not be two 
opinions on the position, that owing to the repeal of 
the sub-treasury act, the public moneys for four years 
past had been in a very perilous condition. And 
while he would not say anything more of the issues 
made during the “presidential election than was ne- 
cessary, yet he did believe that the public mind had 
become abundantly satisfied before, during, and 
since the presidential election, and at all times, that 
the public moneys should no longer be intrusted, 
either to banking or to individual iustodies, but 
should in some way or other be placed in the treasu- 
ry of the United States; and he Seamed leave to call 
the attention of the House to one of the first chap- 
ters in the statute book. He had heard it said that 
it would be a very good thing, every morning after 
prayers, to have a chapter from the ‘Federalist’ 
read; and he had no doubt it would be, because 
there were very many fundamental truths which 
escaped every man’s mind in the excitement and 
confusion of business here. Mr. I. referred to the 
fourth section of the act of 1789, establishing the 
Treasury Department of the United States, which 
makes it “the duty of the Treasurer of the United 
States to receive and keep the public moneys and 
disburse the same,” on conditions therein laid down. 
The Treasurer of the United States, then, as this 
government was organized, was keeper of the pub- 
lic money; and it was not until the first Secretary of 
the Treasury thought proper to intrust a portion of 
the public moneys to banks, that such a thing was 
dreamed of as the public moneys being taken out 
of the hands of the treasurer. Mr. I. glanced at the 
subsequent finncial history of the government, the 
deposit of the public moneys in the first and second 
banks of the United States, &c., and the controver- 
sies that had ensued between the banks and the sub- 
treasury, and which, contrary to the opinion of 
the honorable gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Barnarp,] he must say declared the 
sentiment of the people to be perfectly clear 
that the public moneys should no longer be placed 
either in the hands of individuals or of banks, but 
be placed where the organic act of the department 
had placed them. Now, whether the objection of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was well founded 
or not, he was really not prepared tosay. He con- 
fessed he felt some doubt on the subject. If it was 
the fact, it would undoubtedly be a formidable ob- 
jection to this bill. He had no objection to the prin- 
ciple of this bill; on the contrary, he was, and at all 
times had been, one of its most earnest supporters. 
That the currency of the country should be of coin, 
and that the custody of the public moneys should 
be in the treasury of the United States, wherever 
that treasury might be, were principles upon which 
he did think the public mind was abundantly satis- 
fied; and that no bank of the United States, no bank 
of any State, no individual anywhere, should be in- 
trusted with these public moneys, were principles on 
which he thought the public mind was abundantly 
satisfied. Mr. [. referred to the fact that the insti- 
tutions upon this subject in France, in Belgium, in 
Holland, and everywhere where there was anythin 
like a representative government, exceptin England, 
were founded on the same principle as that which 
was the fundamental principle of ths# bill. And 
in England, where, from various causes, the bank 
had grown into connection with the government, 
everybody who heard him knew that the prime min- 

ister was at this moment introducing an alteration. 
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Everywhere in the world the public money was 
kept by persons designated for that purpose. 

Ir. I. referring wo the objection by Mr. Apams 
to the bill, said he did not pretend to pronounce 
that it was not well founded. He had risen merely 
tosay, that he hoped the utmost care would be 
taken to prevent any such liability to objections in 
any system which might be established by law; 
and he suggested whether some trivial amendments 
might not be made to obviate all objections on this 
score. He trusted that, in whatever action might 
take place, there would be incorporated no section 
or provision of doubtfal character. His own im- 
pression was, that there had been rather more ma- 
chinery used in this matter of the public moneys 
than was necessary; that the act of 1789, and the 
resolution of 1816, with some little modifications 
or additional provisions tosuit the present posture 
of affairs, was all that was necessary; but he should 
not individually oppose an objection to the passage 
ofa well-considered, well-digested, bill of this char- 
acter. 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL, would offer a word 
or two upon this bill; and he went further, as to the 
principles laid down by the honorable gentleman 
from a [Mr. Ava»s,] than either that 

entleman himself or the gentleman from New 
Tork, {Mr. Barwarp.] Mr. I. would lay it down 
as a sound position, that every dollar lawfully 
paid into the hands of any body for the United States 
was, ipso fucto, in the treasury of the United States, 
and that whatever declared otherwise, would throw 
open the door to fraud and surreptitious conduat on 
the part of public depositaries, the history ef al! 
fiscal agencies very abundantly confirmed and ex- 
emplified. The constitution of the United States 
had reference to a treasury of the United States; 
and it declared that no moneys should be drawn 
from it unless in consequence of appropriations by 
law; and yet for a series of years the national legis- 
lature had deemed it proper to appropriate moneys 
which were in the hands of its receivers all over the 
country, and not those only which were deposited 
here at the seat of government. All treasury or- 
ganization was congressional, not constitutional. it 
was true there was an outline drawn at a very ear- 
ly day by the act of 1789; but the treasury of the 
United States, according to the constitution, was 
the hand, the pocket, the desk, the safe, the vault, 
the chamber, or any thing else employed by him 
for the purpose, of the receiver of public money. 
The moment it was paid by any public debtor’ to 
any authorized public receiver, that moment it was 
in the treasury, in the sense of the constitution; and 
it could not be drawn thence but in consequence of 
appropriation by law. And therefore, as the bill 
now before the committee contained a claim of an 
immediately opposite character, he hoped the bill 
would not be reported to the House, unless, as had 
often been done, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. 

But Mr. I. would occupy a moment on another 
topic touched by the gentleman from Virginia. Mr. 
I. knew of no such issue before the people in the 
late presidential election as that between a sub- 
treasury and a bank of the United States. It was 
very true that such an issue had once been present- 
ed to them four years ago. It was thena prominent 
and a decisive issue. If there was any one single 
question on which the election of 1840 could be said 
to have turned, it was that of this very eub-treasury 
bill. In consequenee of the result, the bill had been 
repealed. ‘The public moneys had been suffered to 
revert to the care of the treasurer of the United 
States, and no injurious consequences had followed 
the change. ‘The resort had been either to a selec- 
tion of banks, or to an exchequer, or to the sub- 
treasury. Of these he apprehended the sub-treasury 
to be the worst, the very worstscheme thatever yet 
had been devised for the custody of the national 
funds, and it certainly had received the almost 
unanimous condemnation of the people. What had 
been the fault of a selection of banks? The fault 
did not lay in the insecurity of their vaults; it lay in 
the fact that they were pet banks, and not that they 
were banks. It was enough to say that there had 
been banks enough where the public money might 
have been kept with perfect safety; yet banks had 
been selected where it could not be deposited with 
even tolerable safety. But, as he had said, he knew 
of no issue presented at this last election between 
the sub-treasury and a bank of the United States. 
It was very true that, although in one of the dis- 
tricts in Philadelphia the democratic flag had shown 
the name of Polk as an advocate of protection, it 
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was equally true that it contained the name of Dal- 
jas as an opponent of a bank of the United States. 
Both exhibitions were equally unfortunate; for Mr. 
Polk had been, previously to the election, no more a 
friend of protection than his friend Mr. Dallas had 
been an adversary of a bank of the United States. 
The issue was between a bank of the United 
States proper and a State bank bearing very improp- 
erly the same name, but being a mere emanation of 
State authority: without the same capital, or the 
same circulation, or any of the same resources as its 
namesake, the wonder was, not that it failed, but 
that it should have been able to stand for an hour, 
under its vast liabilities. It went out in clouds; it 
sunk in disaster, and not without disgrace; but the 
question was, was ita national institution? It was 
not. [t was net. The real Bank of the United 
States expired by its own limitation with millions in 
its vaults, and with its stock at 116—16 per cent. 
above par. The real issue before the people had 
heen whether these two institutions were identical. 
A number; a very large number, and of well inform- 
ed men, believed them both to be the same. Nay, 
the President of the United States himself, in his 
late farewell address, spoke of “the Bank of the 
United States” as having gone out in ruin and dis- 








grace; although the report of an investigating com- 
mittee made to this House declared to be in a state 
of prosperity and strength, and though the United 
States treasury received back its seven millions, with 
an addition (by compromise) of 15 per cent. Even 
the State bank which succeeded a hore its name 
made dividends of 4 per cent. for a long time, and 
did not at last go down until those to whom it had 
Liirusted its money went down before it. 

As to the issue referred to by the gentleman from 
Virginia, it never was made. True, the party to 
which he belonged had sueceeded; they had tri- 
umphed completely; there was no mistake about it; 
and now it was the duty of every good citizen 
cheerfully to submit, and to obey the behests of pa- 
triotism, by continuing to aid his country by bie 
very best abilities. Let gentlemen look at the prop- 
osition before them, without going back to inquire 
what issues had or had not been made before the 
people, and they would find that all moneys paid by 
debtors of the United States to receivers, wherever 
they might be, were in the treasury, and could not 
he parted with by these officers, unless in conse- 
quence of appropriations made by law. They 
wonld find that the security of the treasury itself, 
the powers of the public function acting upder its 
direction, and the national honor, were all thus 
maintained and insured together. 

\s to the wisdom of trusting to bolts, and bars, 
und keys, which must, after all, be kept by some 
man or men, facts could be adduced which would 
teach an impressive lesson. The question was, 
whether it would be wiser and safer policy to trust 
to a host of subordinate officers, down to the very 
lowest, or to those whose long experience, tried ser- 
vices, and high and unblemished character, entitled 
them to the public confidence? Some allusion had 
been made to other countries. In countries where 
there were no banks, individuals were their own 
bankers; and they often hoarded their money in 
heaps upon the floor, in pieces of so small a denom- 
ination that, if a robber should even sueceed in for- 
cing an entrance, he should be physically un ble to 
carry Off an amount sufficient to ruin the proprietor: 
it was not alwas so easy to escape the poniard of 
the midnight assassin. 

Mr. I. here adverted to the governments of dis- 
tant countries, and espicially of China. The public 
treasurers in Canton resorted to this same me of 
security, by placing the public treasure under locks 
and bars; and the practice hat been pregnant with 
riots so bloody a appalling as to throw every 
thing into confusion; and it gave him pleasure to 
advert, in this connection, to the fact that for the 
averting of these dangers when they had reached 
their height, that feeble government had been in- 
debted to the boldness, the promptitute, and the 
skill of American seamen. 

Mr. I. concluded by expressing his earnest hope 
that this bill would not pass; but, if pass it must, 
he trusted that a section so objectionable would be 
withdrawn; a section which confined to any one spot 
a treasury which ought to be as universal and as 
wide as the existence, the credit, and the govern- 
ment itself—which should be every where and at all 
times. 

At this point of the debate we are obliged to sus- 
pend our report, and to reserve the residue fora 
future paper, The House sat unusually late for 
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this stage of the session, and the time for preparing 
a detailed report was thereby necessarily curtailed. 
But as the discussion became very interesting as it 
proceeded, we shall continue a particular account of 
what was said. 

Mr. DOUGLASS observed that he had supposed 
hat this bill would have been permitted to pass in 
silence without being the occasion of bringing up a 
partisan discussion. His reasons for coming to that 
conclusion were, that the questions of the establish- 
ment of an independent treasury, and its antagonist 
measure, a national bank, had been so long before 
the American people, had been so fully presented to 
them, so well discussed and understood, and s0 une- 
quivocally decided upon, that he had supposed the 
tlouse to be ripe for a measure of this kind, without 
spending much time in the discussion of its details. 
The gentleman said that the independent treasury 
had been emphatically condemned by the American 
people. When had it been condemned? The gen- 
tleman said that it had been condemned by the ver- 
dict of the people in 1840; but he need not 
tell the gentleman that that verdict had been set 
aside, and a new trial granted, at which a verdict had 
been rendered in favor of the independent treasury. 
As the gentleman was a good lawyer, he hoped this 
would be satisfactory to him; and he also hoped that, 
asa good citizen, he would acquiesce in the clearly 
expressed will of the people, and let the bill pass 
without further opposition. If it were necessary to 
prove that the will of the people had heen clearly 
expressed in favor of this measure, he would refer 
to the congressional elections of 1839, which turned 
on that issue. He would further refer to the elec- 
tions in 1842, when there was another verdict in its 
favor, and lastly to the late presidential election, 
when that verdict was confirmed. 

But the gentleman said that there were other 
questions besides the independent treasury that 
were brought into the late canvass. Well, suppose 
there were: he would ask the gentleman if a 
were not other questions brought into the canvass of 
1840? It was much easier then for gentlemen to get 
up onthat floor and discuss the subject of gold 
spoons, the standing army, and negro testimony, 
than to discuss great principles. Their principles 
were ina great measure concealed. They dared 
not, in 1840, bring up the question whether a na- 
tional bank, or an independent treasury, should be 
established; and, for the gen of concealing their 
principles from the public eye, the whig party 
nominated as their candidate for the vice presi- 
dency a gentleman known to be opposed to the 
establishment of a national bank. 

But the gentleman said that this issue had not 
been presented to the people at the last election, and 
he boldly told them that the democratic party did not 
dare to present it. Did not dare? When, he asked, 
had the democratic party ever failed to present it, or 
any of their principles, to the American people? or 
when had they failed to meet that question when 
fairly brought up for discussion? As the gentleman 
had referred to the course of the democratic party at 
the last session on this bill, and the report presented 
with it by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom- 
GooLe,}] he would tell him that in that very report 
the question presented to the American people was, 
whether a national bank or an independent treasury 
should be established. ‘To show the gentleman that 
this issue was directly presented to the people, he 
would read a few passages from the concluding part 
of that report. 

Mr. D. here read the following extracts: 


“The establishment of a national bank has still many ar- 
dent friends and urgent advocates. Norwithstanding the 
strong constitutional objections to such an institution—not- 
withstanding the calamitious experience of the past—not- 
withstanding the popular — al of the veto, which pre- 
vented the recharter of the last United States Bank, and the 
unequivocal concurrence of the people, recently, in the re- 
peated vetoes which have presented the revival of sucha 
corporation,—yet the indications cannot be mistaken, that 
the effort to incorporate a bank will be renewed, with in- 
creased perseverance, it circumstances permit. The com- 
mittee, theredure, have deemed it prese the more fully to 
explain the principles upon which rests the system now 
recommended—of a treasury organized according to the 
provisions of the constitution, and wholly preserved from 
dependence upon banks and corporations of every kind. It 
need not be disguised, that the two great leading and com- 
peting fiscal systems, not only in the view of American 
statesmen, but in the contemplation of the public mind, are 
@ NATIONAL BANK And @N INDEPENDENT TREASURY.” 


Yes, sir, said Mr. D., the report made at the last 
session by my friend from Virginia concludes with 
the distinct declaration that the two great leading 
and competing fiscal systems, not only in the view 
of American statesmen, but in the contemplation of 


the public mind, are a national bank and an inde. 
pendent treasury. 

Did that look like concealing their principles? On 
the contrary, there were 5,000 copies of that re rt 
printed by order of the House, and sent out to the 
people, telling them that the issue was between the 
independent treasury and a national bank, 
again: when that issue was submitted to the people 
and canvassed before them, they had given a verdic, 
on the latter, and in favor of the former, By; 
the gentleman froia New York [Mr. Barwarp) told 
them that the gentleman from Virginia did not day 
up his report for action, and that he did not Press 
the bill to apassage. Why, if the gentleman had 
called up the bill for action, and passed it, it wou) 
have subjected the majority of the House to the 
charge of forestalling the wishes of the people. 
Hence it was_ that they printed 5,000 copies of 
the report; and, after having sent it out, waited wit) 
deference and respect for an expression of public 
sentiment in regard to it; and now that they had 
received the verdict of the people in its favor, it was 
their duty, as representatives, to carry that verdie; 
into effect. He would remind the gentleman thar, 
in 1840, the members of the whig party, coming 
fresh from the battle field, proclaimed that the meas. 
ures of the democratic party had been condemned 
by the people, and that it was their duty to repeal 
them, and the duty of the demoeratic party to sub- 
mit in silence. Now, following the example set by 
the whig party, he would call on them, as they did 
on the democrats four years ago, to submit in silence 
to the will of the people, and, as good citizens, to 
suffer the bill to pass without opposition. 

Mr. CALEB B: SMITH d= not recognise the 
propriety of the course recommended by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who seemed very much disposed 
to dictate to the minority the course they should 
pursue. He did not acquiesce in the propriety of 
the course recommended by the gentleman that 
they should content themselves with a silent vote on 
the passage of the bill. He was somewhat surprised 
to hear that this old and exploded subject of the sub- 
treasury was the pivot on which the late elections 
turned, and that the people had decided in its favor. 
He would ask the gentleman from Illinois to point 
out when and where the issue was made on that 
question in the late contest. Why was it not passed 
at the last session of Congress when the democratic 
party had so large a majority in the House? 
Gentlemen knew that if they had passed it, their 
party would have been scattered to the four winds 
of heaven, as they were in 1840; and therefore they 
were content to let this bill slumber where it was. 
He knew that, in his own State, it never was avow- 
ed as one of the measures of the democratic party 
in the event of Mr. Polk’s election. He knew that 
when charged with an intention to establish a sub- 
treasury, the democratic party had always denied it. 
But now that the elections were over, and Mr. Polk 
was elected President, gentlemen were for bringing 
up this old exploded sub-treasury system, which 
they were afraid to bring forward during the con- 
test, while they claimed that the whig party should 
submit to it in silence, because the verdict of 
the people had been rendered in its favor. He re- 
membered that some days since a gent'eman con- 
tended that, because the people had elected Mr. 
Polk to the presidency, their verdict had been given 
againsta high protective tariff; that they were on 
the top of Mount Pisgah, looking down upon the 
promised land of free trade, and were now about to 
enjoy its fruits. But on the same day another gen- 
tleman, of the same party, also contended that the 
democracy of Pennsylvania, by the election of Mr. 
Polk, had reached the top of Mount Pisgah, and 
were looking down on the promised land of a high 
protective tariff. It seemed, therefore, that there 
were two Mount Pisgahs and two promised 
lands. Again, they had been told that the re- 
sult of the late presidential contest had decided 
in favor of the annexation or reannexation of 
Texas—that is, the immediate annexation, if not 
sooner. There was a great deal of humbug in this 
country, and this was one of them. But he denied 
that the result of the late presidential contest was 
a degision of the people, either in favor of that meas- 
ure, or on the question of the tariff or sub-treasury. 
They all knew that, in 1840, the verdict of the peo- 
ple was against the sub-treasury; and there was no 


- evidence that, at the last election, the people had de- 


cided in its favor. as) 
If the democratic party desired to revive this bill, 

with its specie clause, so that they might pay their 

office-holders their wages in the coin of the country, 
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‘le the le were compelled to use a circulating 
pas om o. value, the responsibility must rest 
with them; but they had no mght to compel them 
(the whig part ) to allow it to =“ in silence. On 
this subject the ple passed in 1840; and if it 
should now again become the law of the land, he 
ived they would find that a voice would come up 
be hails as powerful as that which was heard 
e: ra KENNEDY rose, and said he had not in- 
tended to enter into this debate, nor was that the 
purpose with which he had now risen: his object 
was to clear the democracy of the State of Indiana 
from some of the misrepresentations of his col- 
league, (Mr. C. B. Smirn.} He had thought that, 
of all the States of this Union, the democ- 
racy of Indiana was entitled to the credit, 
if credit it were, of fighting this last battle on prin- 
ciple, and on principle alone. There was no ques- 
tion at issue between the two parties which divide 
the country that was evaded or dodged in that sec- 
tion of the State in which he resided. There was 
no democratic candidate for elector—there was no 
member of the democratic party now occupying or 
entitled to a seat on this floor—there was no 
democratic speaker in Indiana that he had either 
heard or heard of—in short, there was no demo- 
crat in Indiana that at any time repudiated the ques- 
tion of the sub-treasury. There were none that 
were not, at all times and in all places, ready to dis- 
cuss that question, as well as any other question, 
with any of their political competitors. So far as 
that question was concerned, he was free to 
say that it was not a leading theme of discus- 
sion in the late contest, and for the very best reason, 
because they could not get the whigs to take issue 
with them upon it. In that contest they were 
brought to the issues which involved great princi- 
ples; for they had no man with epauletts on his 
shoulders, nor one who, though he had been fruit- 
lessly seeking the presidency for many years, had 
thousands and tens of thousands singing his praises 
in every conceivable poetic measure, to bear their 
standard. They had for a candidate a plain, unob- 
trusive man; and on the flag which he bore were 
plainly and intelligibly written the principles the 
rofessed; and they rallied round their aleel 
arer not so much for love of the man, as of the 
principles which, on his banner, were inscribed. 
lrue, in Indiana they did not advocate free trade as 
the whigs pretend to understand it; but they advo- 
cated the plain, well-known democratic doctrine, as 
far as the tariff was concerned, from Maine to 
the Bravo del Norte. [Laughter ] That doctrine was 
known to be a revenue tariff, with such inciden- 
tal protection as such a tariff would afford. Farther 
than that they never went. On the question of the 
currency, they were opposed to a United States 
bank, or any association of banks, into which the 
treasure of the nation was to be poured, and there 
frittered away by any men or set of men who might 
be behind the scenes. In Indiana they were against 
any such “fixins.” [Laughter.} They were for an 
independent treasury, depending more than on locks 
and keys—on good strong laws for their security. So 
far asannexation was concerned, they were not for 
Texas any sooner than they could get it. [Laugher.] 
His colleague, [Mr. C. B. Smirn,] had said it was 
tobe done “immediately, if not sooner; but in 
Indiana they were for annexation as soon as it could 
be done, and much sooner than they thought it 
could be done with the whigs kicking against it 
80 violently as they did. ‘They were for it when 
the people of the United States and the people of 
Texas were willing to do it, without crossing over 
to ask Santa Anna or any of his minions anything 
about it. From these positions, he assured his col- 
league the democracy of Indiana would never 
shrink. Of “Pisgah’s Mount,” of which his col- 
league had spoken, he confessed he knew nothing 
(Laughter.] Nor should he ever attempt an ascent 
of that mount to look for the “‘valley of free trade” 
or the other “promised land” of which his col- 
league had so eloquently discoursed. [Renewed 
laughter.} The idea appeared to be too full 
of poetry for a plain man as he was, who 
- ever —— with — J om He - 
» instead of gazing from Pi *s top for 
“the pee land,” ‘ne colleague had bens —_ 
ing up “Salt river”— t laughter nd that, 
it hed been whispered <= a oe as near 
“the promised land” as his colleague was ever likely to 
get. (Renewed laughter.} He would assure his 
colleague that in the late contest, which resulted in 
the ¢ of James K. Polk, they dealt not in 
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poetry; they held out no extravagant hopes td the 
the people of Indiana of getting to the top of 
Pisgah, or any other mount; they beguiled them not 
with visions of $2. day and roast beef; [laughter;] 
but they held out to them the bleesings which our 
institutions, properly administered, are so well cal- 
culated to secure. They wanted a government to 
do as little evil as possible; one which would 
preserve the peace of the community, and give 
to the industrious the prospect of enjoying the 
honest fruits of laborous toil, taking no more from 
the earnings of the poor man than was sufficient to 
defray his quota of the expenses of rightly main- 
taining the government under which they lived. 
So much for both the mountain and the vale of his col- 
league. But in one thing his colleague and he con- 
curred. He would repeat the words of his collesgue 
—‘‘there is in this world a great deal of humbug.” 
{Laughter.] Whatever might be pretended on the 
other side, there was a great deal of “humbug” in 
saying that the people decided against the sub-treas- 
ury in 1840: nor had they decided for it in 1844. 
That was the naked truth. There were a great 
number of people who were great politicians, 
and in many other things were very learned, 
who knew not what the sub-treasury meant. 
He had heard of some who thought it was a 
great bank in Washington, which issued treasury 
notes as its bank bills. ye No, in both 
the election. of 1840 and of 1844, there was mixed 
up a variety of questions, and in 1840 they were 
beaten, badly beaten; but in 1844 they had beaten 
their opponents as much as their opponents beat 
them in 1840, without deciding the sub-treasury 
question in either issue. But there was sufficient to 
show the public sentiment to be in favor of this sub- 
treasury system; and for the bill before the House 
he should vote when the proper time came, though 
he knew it could not get through the whig Senate at 
the other end of this Capitol. And knowing that 
nothing could be accomplished, he did not want to 
spend much time in trying to do it; he was desirous 
to economize time as well as money; but he could 
not sit still after hearing the misrepresentations of 
his colleague, or the accusation that his constituents 
had dodged that or any other question. So much 
for prevalent “humbug.” 

But, in conclusion, he would say a word to his 
own political friends. He advised them to go on 
with the straightforward discharge of their duty, 
and he was satisfied they would not again be 
troubled with whigery for the next half century. 
Whigery was dead and buried, and he cautioned 
his friends not to gouge it up again. Such as re- 
mained was turned half to nativeism and half to abo- 
lition, and the democracy should now administer 
the government for the good of the people. 
entreated them, earnestly entreated them, not to al- 
low themselves to be diverted from the line of duty. 

Mr. SCHENCK next obtained the floor, and 

roceeded to address the committee, recapitulating, 
in the outset, the arguments of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Barnarp,] with whom he 
concurred, respecting the unconstitutionality of ma- 
king a certain building in Washington the treasury 
of the government, while they had depositaries 
elsewhere. He also objected to the proposed sub- 
treasury system because it would require specie 
payments; and he drew a picture of the transfer of 
the specie from the ports in which it might be col- 
lected, to the points at which its disbursement might 
be required by teams almost innumerable, with an 
occasional absconding sub-treasurer, as erratic in his 
course as the comet in the solar system, but not so 
certain in his return. 

There was an objection to the bill, (continued Mr. 
S.,) which it seemed to him was inevitable. The 
system which it was proposed by this bill to estab- 
lish, would either leave the money of the govern- 
ment to be exposed, without an appropriation of 
law, in the hands of those who might be its de- 
positaries; or else, in order to keep up this scheme, 
they were to take it out of the treasury by appro- 
priation, first getting it there by an immensely 
greater machinery than this bill provided, by carting 
the money from the points where it was accumu- 
lated to the centre—to “the treasury” at Wash- 
ington. 

Ir. S. proceeded at length into a discussion of 
the political questions connected with the recent 
canvass, at which the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Dovetass,] he said, could not complain, as the 
gauntlet had not been thrown down from the whi 
side of the House; in proof of which, Mr, &. 


He, 
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traced the course of the debate thus far, and the gen- 
tlemen by whom it had been conducted. The sub- 
treasury, it had been said by the gentlemen from 
Illinois, had been before the people and been tried 
by them; and if it had been Eakin in 1840, a 
new trial had been granted in 1844, and a different 
verdict rendered. Mr. S. contended that the latter 
part of this proposition was not true—that the sub- 
treasury had not been declared in favor of by the 
people at the late election—not having been brought 
directly before the people, but mixed up and cov- 
ered with various other issues, of which he entered 
into a protracted discursive examination, and into 
a general arraignment of the course of the demo- 
cratic party during the late canvass, for diversities 
and contrarities of tenets in the different portions of 
the Union—for vagueness and indistinctness of 
doctrines laid down, particularly in the resolutions 
of the Baltimore convention—for a failure, in ae- 
cordance with the expectations held out by that 
convention, to prepare an address to the people of 
the United States defining the doctrines of their 
creed, &c., &c. He denied, on the contrary, the 
charge that the whigs had been mute, or had hes- 
itated to declare their opinions; and maintained, if 
that charge was to be laid upon either party, it must 
be upon their opponents. He alleged that doubts 
had rested upon the minds of the inhabitants of 
Pennsylvania in reference to Mr. Polk's opinions 
on the subject of a tariff, and that, after having writ- 
ten to him on the subject, they had failed to receive 
an answer; and for the truth of this statement he 
appealed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
Bropueap. | 
Mr. BRODHEAD (MZ:S. yielding the floor) said 
he believed some whigs in Pennsylvania had been 
teasing Mr. Polk by writing letters to him; and he 
had acted very wisely in notreplying. [Laughter. } 
Mr. B. believed he had written one letter on the 
tariff, and that was eneugh forJames K. Polk to 
write. 
Mr. SCHENCK further urged that the sup- 
— of Mr. Polk in different sections of the 
Jnion had claimed him both for and against 
a protective tariff, and that he had been 
“mum” upon the subject—a sin of which the 
democratic party had been so loud in charg- 
ing Gen. Harrison, while, with reference to 
Mr. Clay, they had changed their objections, and 
charged that he had written too many letters ex- 
pressive of his opinions. There had been no princi- 
ple decided at the late contest, he contended; but 
the single issue ‘‘democracy” had been the 
mere party watchword—an issue with more diffi- 
culty contended against, because it was indicative of 
no principle whatever, but under which factions of 
all opinions, however opposed, whether upon the 
question of Texas, of the tariff, or any of the great 
issues before the people, might rally and had rallied 
in harmony. 
After some further remarks from Mr. 8. in regard 
to the issues presented in the late contest— 
Mr. YANCEY obtained the floor; but yielded it to 
Mr. DROMGOOLE, who offered a resolution to 
terminate debate on the bill to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 
Mr. A. V. BROWN asked leave to report a bill 
from the Committee on Territories, but it was ob= 
jected to as out of order. 
The House then adjourned. 








The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporter by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. H. HAMLIN: The petition of Daniel Warren and 
45 others, for the erection ofa light-house at the entrance of 
Gilkey’s harbor, Maine. 

By Mr. STEENROD: Documents, statistics, and proof, 
to sustain the application for a marine hospital at Wheel- 
ing. Virginia: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. BARRINGER: The petition of Henry Cansler, C. 
L. Hunter, and 153 other citizens of Lincoln county, North 
Carolina, in favor of rebuilding the branch mint at Cher- 
lotte, North Carolina. The memorial of the grand jury of 
the county court of Lincoln e+ North Carolina, at its 
December term, 1844, in favor of the same object: referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Daniel Bailey 
and others, that Congress will abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Florida. 

By Mr. I. FE. MORSE: The petition of the Red river Rail- 
road Company, praying for allowance of drawback on cer- 
tain railroad iron laid on said road: referred to the Commit- 
lee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of H. P. Casselberry and 

7 others; the memorial of Thomas F. Bethel and 56 oth- 
ers; the memorial of Stephen Childs and 72 others; the me- 
morial of A. B. Miller and 44 others; the memorial of Eras- 
tus Williams and 45 others; all ray ng a grant of lands to 
aid in the completion of the W and rie canal; el) of 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lande, 
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By Mr. C. M. READ: The tion of J. L. Kimberly & 
Co, and 110 commission merchants and shipowners of the 
city of Buffalo, asking Congress to make an appropriation 
for improving the harbor of Manitowoc, on Lake Michigan. 
The petition of Joy and Webster, and other shipowners of 
New York, praying Congress to enact such laws as will 
prevent Canadian steamboats transporting passengers Coast- 
wise on the American shore of Lake Erie ‘ 

By Mr. ISAAC E. MORSE: The petition of Ed. J. Heard, 
of the parish of St. Martin, State of Louisiana, praying to be 
allowed to purchase a fraction of government land for the 
reasons set forth in his petition: referred to the Committee 
dn Private Lard Claims. The petition of a large number of 
citizens of the parish of Union, in Louisiona, and of the 
county of Union, in the State of Arkansas, praying for the 
establishment of a post road from Farmersville, parish of 
Union, Louisiana, to Eldorado, in the county of Union, Ar- 
kansas; referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. The petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of the parish of De Soto, praying for the establish- 
ment ofa post office at the town of Mansfield, in the ubeve 

rish: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 

ost Roads = : 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition for a mail route 
from Janesville, Rock county, Wisconsin, to Belvidere, 
Boon county, Illinois, via Waterloo, northwest corner of 
section five, township forty-six north, and precinct: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. J. MORRIS: The petition of Josiah Dillon, pray- 
teg forthe repayment of money furnished by him for the 
use of the United States army, during the latee war, as as- 
sistant deputy quartermaster general: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. CATLIN: Additional evidence in the cause 
of the heirs of Reverend David Avery, deceased, praying 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. x 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petition of Joseph Coble, and 
99 others, citizens of Carroll county, Ohio, praying for a 
reduction of the price of public lands, anda restriction of 
the quantity entered by any one person: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, December 21, 1844. 


Mr. Tucker of anes and Mr. Berser of 
Alabama, appeared in the House to-day and took 
their seats. 

Mr. RAMSAY asked the House to indulge him 
with taking up and acting on the resolution sub- 
mitted a few days since by him, relative to the print- 
ing extra copies of the report of Professor Johnson 
on the various kinds of coal and their adaptation to 
the generation of steam. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE made the point of order that 
the resolution offered by him at the adjournment last 
evening had precedence. ; ' 

This point of order being sustained by the 
Speaker, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked for the reading of the 
resolution; which was accordingly read as follows: 

Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on House bill No. 216, “to provide for 
the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of 
the public revenue,” shall cease within two hours after the 
same shail be aguin taken up in committee, and the com- 
mittee shall then report it to the House with such amend- 
ments as may have been agreed to by the committee. 


Mr. D. moved the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The question was taken by tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; and the vote 
stood, ayes 56, noes 45. No quorum voting, 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the Honse adjourn. 

{Cries of “agreed, agreed.” “The yeas and 
nays, &c.”’] 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTIT withdrew his motion. 

Mr. W.J. BWOWN moved that the House ad- 
journ. The motion, however, was not insisted on. 

Mr. STEENROD appealed to his colleague (Mr. 
Dromaoors] to waive the resolution for a moment, 
in order to enable the resolution of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ramsey] to be taken up. 
It was a very important resolution. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE remarked, that it was not in 
his power to comply with the request of his col- 
league, unless he withdrew his resolution entirely, 
and thus suffered it to lose the precedence that it 
now had. 

After some conversation on a point of order, 

The question was again taken on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and was decided 
in the affirmative—a quorum now having been ob- 
tained—ayes 76, noes 58. 

The main question was ordered, and being taken, 
resulted thus—ayes 76, noes 60. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SIMONS asked leave to offer a resolution 
calling for information. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objecting, it was not rc- 
ecived. 


THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the House 
then resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Cave Jounson in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill “to 
provide for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and 
disbursement of the public revenue.” 

The question aioe was on rising and reporting 
the bill. 

Mr. YANCEY was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE rose, and remarked that his col- 
league was so indisposed as to be unable to leave 
his bed this morning. 


Mr. HUNT of New York then obtained the 
floor, expressing his regret that the gentleman from 
Alabama was prevented, from this cause, from ad- 
dressing the committee. He remarked that he would 
venture to detain the committee for a few moments 
in regard to the question pending before them. The 
course of the debate, he said, had been not to estab- 
lish that this measure was called for by the inter- 
ests of the country; that it was calculated to pro- 
mote the general welfare and prosperity of the coun- 
try; but that, by the recent presidential election, the 
people had declared in favor of the restoration of the 
independent treasury system as the financial system 
of this government. It was very difficult, from the 
peculiar nature of the contest just determined, on 
what — leading measure the opinion of the peo- 
ple had been expressed; but he was sure it would 
surprise them to be told that they had declared that 
this exploded system should again be fastened upon 
the country. 

In order to determine whether the public opinion 
were in favor of the restoration of isiate endent 
treasury, Mr. H. hoped to be indulged in a brief re- 
trospect of its history. They all remembered the 
origin of this policy a, few years ago, when the par- 
ty were in power which had so recently obtained 
possession of the government. At the commence- 
ment of Mr. Van Buren’s administration, the sub- 
treasury had been ‘proposed as a new system of 
finance, not to relieve the disorders of the currency 
ofthecountry, but as necessary toenable the gov- 
ernment to go on and perform its fiscal operations. 
When that recommendation was made, that party 
was triumphant; but from that moment the fortunes 
of the party began to wane, and it lost the support 
of the people, until, after full discussion for years, 
in the memorable contest of 1840, the people, by 
such an overwhelming majority as had never before 


been known in a contested election, had pronounced | 


an emphatic sentence upon it and upon the whole 
kindred policy. In refutation of the position that 


had been assumed, that the election of 1840 was not | 


an expression of the people against the sub-treasury, 
he referred to the fact that, in New York, where 
Mr. Van Buren, at the time of his election in 1836, 
had received a majority of 15,000 or 20,000 votes, 
after his recommendation of this sub-treasury the 
party of which he was the head during his whole 
administration never received a majority of the suf- 
frages of that State; and on this question almost 
exclusively in that State, asin the other States of 
the Union, the issue had been made. 


It was supposed, then, that this subject had been 
placed at rest by the decision of the presidential 
election of 1840; and Mr. H. proceeded to show that 
nothing had, since that time, transpired to justify 
the assumption that the opinion of the people had 
undergone a change with reference to this question, 
citing in proof whereof the facts that the banking 
system was sti]] continued, and had been greatly ex- 
tended since the introduction of the sub-treasury, 
and more particularly since its repeal; that it still 
continued to furnish a safe and secure currency for 
the country; that ne measures had been adopted by 
the State Liclaletanes in order to conform to this 
new system of finance and currency, and to enable 
themselves to pay to the government thirty millions 
of dollars of revenue in gold and silver, &ce. He 
further contended, on the other hand, if anything 
had been decided by the recent election, and the 
course of parties in the canvass connected there- 
with, that it was a final and decisive sentence 
against the sub-treasury, as appeared from the fact 
that Mr. Van Buren, whose name was connected 
with this system, and who, for three years, and un- 
til after the election of the delegates to the Baltimore 
convention, had been considered by the whole par- 
'y their standard-bearer, was, by that convention, 

rown aside; and finding it necessary, in*order to 
enter the contest with any reasonable hope of suc- 
cess, to go before the people with new measures and 
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re 
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new men, anew candidate had been taken , 
This system, even when it had been established by 
Congress, had been the result of executive powe, 
and patronage, and of mere party drill; but i: had 
never received the genuine, spontaneous support of 
the people of the country. ; 

thes had been told yesterday, in debate, by &, 
gentleman from Indiana, that one of the doctrines 
on which the democracy carried the elections in Jy. 
diana, was that government was an evil. Noy 
judging from the impetuous haste with which the 
measures of the successful party are in progress 
he feared that we should all have reason to gy), 
scribe to the soundness of that doctrine, and tha: 
the people would find that it would be carried jnto 
speedy and effectual operation by the party in theas. 
cendercy. If this system of the independent treas). 
ry, by which the revenues of the country were to be 
collected in gold and silver, and by which the people 
will be crippled in all their financial operations, jt 
would soon be felt that government was an evil, and 
that it was carried on to harass and embarrass the 
people in all their business pursuits, and not to fos. 
ter and cherish their interests. In the State from 
which he came, this system of the independent 
treasury was scarcely heard of. It was entirely 
lost sight of in the other issues that were made; and 
the supporters of Mr. Polk everywhere showed a 
reluctance to make this issue, and shrank from it. 
Indeed they were often told that this question was 
not to be decided by the presidential decision. With 
regard to principles, the successful _—_ entered the 
field with a sort of sliding scale of opinions, which 
were greatly diversified in different parts of the 
country. It was indeed difficult to fix on and de- 
termine what were the doctrines on which the suc. 
cessful party would stand committed. On the sub. 
ject of the tariff, different doctrines were advocated 
in different portions of the country. In Pennsylya- 
nia the democratic party represented themselves as 
the advocates of the protective policy, and insisted 
that thisinterest was safer in their hands than in 
those of the whig party; and that they could not re- 
ly on the whigs for the protection of this great inte- 
rest. In the State of New York they were told 
that the tariff of 1842 was not perfect, and that some 
of its details must be corrected in order to make it a 
democratic measure; but it was never pretended by 
the friends of Mr. Polk in that State, that they would 
break down the principle of protection and discrimi 
nation in favor of American industry. The tariff, to 
be sure, was attacked in detail; some of the duties 
levied by it were said to be too high, and some too 
low; but it was never avowed by the democratic 
party that the system was to be destroyed. The 
course which that party pursued in all their discus- 
sions on the tariff, was calculated to remind one of 
a physician in his neighborhood, who, finding his 
business decrease in consequence of the rivalry of 
practitioners of certain new schools of medicine, gave 
out that he had made himself acquainted with all the 
new systems of medicines, and that he would prac- 
tice on the old system, or on one of the new, accori- 
ing to the wishes of his patients; that to those who pre- 
ferred the old system, he would administer medicines 
accordining to that school and that to those who 
preferred the Thomsonian system he would ad- 
minister Thomsonian medicines; while to those 
who preferred the homeopathic school, he would ad- 
minister homeopathic doses. So it was with the dem- 
ocratic party in the late contest: they had doctrines 
on the subject of the tariff ready to suitall partof 
the country; and they were reedy to make it higher 
or lower according to the tastes of the different sec- 
tions of the country to which their arguments were 
addressed. Again: the candidate of the democratic 
party for governor in that State had not only voted 
for the tariff of 1842, but was ready to make the 
protective principle the law of the land. On the 
question of the annexation of Texas, there was also 
a great on of opinion among the different di- 
visions of the democratic party. Tt had been pro- 
claimed there that the result of the late late presiden- 
tial election showed that a majority of the people 
were in favor of that measure. Now look atthe 
state of facts in the State of New York. It was well 
known that a majority of those who carried the State 
of New York for Mr. Polk were opposed to annex- 
ation; but after it was proclaimed at the Baltimore 
convention to be one of the measures of the demo- 
cratic party, it was found necessary to come up tot 
in order to support that party. But hundreds, not- 
withstanding,voted for Mr. Polk, with the reservation 
that they were opposed to the measure. And more 
than al this, the democratic candidate for governor 
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ved against the treaty of annexation in the Senate 
‘tthe nited States. It might be asked, then, what 
orsat question was settled and decided by the late 
great av‘ial contest. What had been determined 

iv So far as great important measures of legis- 
es were concerned, he contended that it estab- 
jished nothing. It did rot show that the people 
in favor of reducing the tariff of 1842, or 
in favor of the annexation of Texas, or in 
favor of this independent treasury bill. 

There was one thing, however, that the late elec- 
tions did show; and that was, that a majority of the 

ple might, b the mere force of party drill be 
cabs to vote for a man who 1s in favor of meas- 
ures they are opposed to, and, by this means, meas- 
ures may be carried which a majority of the people 

to. 
aw more remarks from Mr. H., he observed 
that there was one more fact connected with the 
late elections in New York, which he would now 
advert to, and to which he begged leave to call 
the attention of those who were in favor of the 
annexation of Texas. That fact was, that the fail- 
ure to vote of some 15,000 abolitionists in the State 
of New York, caused the election of Mr. Polk; and 
when gentlemen claimed that the late elections had 
decided the question of the annexation of Texas, he 
noped they would advert to that fact. 
r. PAYNE asked the gentleman to state to the 

House for whom the abolitionists of the State of 
New York voted. 


Mr. HUNT presumed that the gentleman would 
get that information from the returns of the elec- 
tions. He would, however, state that some 15,000 
abolitionists of New York voted for one James G. 
Birney, who, in the late contest, was a very efficient 
supporter of the Polk party—who proclaimed his 
oebrence for Mr. Polk over Mr. Clay, and who 
was, at one time, the democratic candidate in the 
State of Michigan. 

He proceeded to speak of Mr. Birney’s preference 
for Mr. Polk over Mr. Clay in the late contest, and 
of his running as a candidate of the democratic party 
in the State of Michigan. 


Mr. PAYNE called ‘upon the gentleman from 
New York, as a man of honor, to state to the House 
and to the country, whether he knew that Mr. Jas. 
G. Birney supported Mr. Polk in the late election 
for the presidency; and whether, on the other hand, 
he did not know that the letter which was published 
was not an absolute forgery—such a forgery as had 
been resorted to on other frequent occasions. And 
he called upon the gentleman from New York to 
state, on his honor, and on the responsibility which 
rested upon him as a man of truth, to state whether 
he did not know that Mr. Birney sought to elect 
himself. 


Mr. HUNT replied that Mr. Birney stated to 
large assemblages in the State, of New York that, 
as between Mr. Clay and Mr. Polk, he preferred 
Mr. Polk. There was no doubt of that fact: nor of 
another, that Mr. Birney accepted a nomination from 
the democratic party of the State of Michigan. 


Mr. McCLELLAND asked the gentleman from 
New York, if he meant to represent Mr. James G. 
Birney as having been nominated or supported by 
the democratic party of Michigan, or as having ac- 
cepted a nomination from the democratic party? If 
he did mean to make such a representation, he [Mr. 
McCietianp] begged him to understand that it was 
entirely false and unfounded. 

Mr. HUNT. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that Mr. Birney was not nominated by the democratic 
party of Michigan, and that he accepted such nomi- 
nation? 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Yes, I do deny it. 

Mr. HUNT. That denial will create very great 
surprise wherever it will be heard. [Laughter.] 
Mr. Birney himself admitted, in his' published letter, 
that he did accept the nomination from Saginaw 
county; but whether he accepted it as a democratic 
nomination, was a refinement of terms which he 
would not undertake to discuss. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. If the gentleman will 
permit, I will ask him if he has seen the letter of 
Mr. Birney, denying the truth of the statement. 

Mr. HUNT. I have seen the letter in which he 
admitted that he did accept the nomination. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. I will give the gentleman 
$50 for the production of that letter. 

Mr. HUNT. I have seen it in print. (Cries of 
“Oh, that was a Roorback!’’) 

He then went on with some general remarks in 
continuation of those which he was making when 
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he was interrupted by the question that was put by 
Mr. Payne. 

Mr. BAYLY had no disposition to fight over 
again the late campaign. He was perfectly satis- 
fied with the manner in which it was car- 
ried on before the country, and he was still more 
so with the manner in which it was decided. 
He repeated, he was not disposed to fight that battle 
over again; and he was still less disposed to under- 
take to write or speak its history. He was not 
qualified for the task. He was an active participa- 
tor in that contest; he was warmed by the heat of 
it: and, in candor, he admitted that he was not 
qualified to delineate its history. And, after this 
admission as to himself, he should be wanting 
in courtesy if he questioned the qualifications of 
others; nor should he enter into any elaborate 
discussion of the proposition before the commit- 
tee, for it had been fully discussed in every depart- 
ment of this government, and before the people. 
He should, however, like to discuss it, if time 
would permit; but it did not. He did desire to 
understand, from their opponents in this House 
and in the country, if it were possible, in what 
manner they desired the finances of the coun- 
try to be conducted for the next four years. A na- 
tional bank, which was their favorite measure, was 
out of the question. Its palpable unconstitutional- 
ity, the frauds and corruptions of the late institu- 
tion, its absolute incompatibility with the purity of 
our institutions, had led to its emphatic condemna- 
tion. That measure being out of the question for 
the next four years: did the gentlemen desire to go 
back to the pet-bank system, on which they were in 
the habit for years of heaping so much bitter exe- 
cration? Or would the gentlemen take the Presi- 
dent’s exchequer scheme, which they had hitherto 
condemned so !oudly? He was led to infer—as 
they found that a bank was out of the question, 
that the executive scheme was out of the question, 
and as they wished to defeat this selaneonndian they 
desired things to remain as they now were; for there 
was no other alternative. And what was the pres- 
ent state of things? Why, the great embodiment 
of the whig party had told the country that its 
finances were in “a lawless condition; and he 
would ask gentlemen if they desired that they 
should so remain. He would ask if they intended 
that the public money should be left with irresponsi- 
ble depositaries. Did they intend to intrust the ex- 
ecutive with them, and to give him the entire control 
of the finances of the nation? He (Mr. B.) had great 
confidence in the executive which was to assume the 
government on the fourth of March next, and the 

eople had great confidence in him too; yet neither 
be nor the people desired to leave the finances of 
the nation at the will of that executive. They were 
told by the Secretary of the Treasury that the tariff 
act of 1842, if not modified—and he feared it would 
require a desperate effort to procure a satisfactor 
modification of it—if it was not materially mod- 
ified, would annually accumulate a large surplus rev- 
enue in the treasury; and he would ask gentlemen 
if they desired this surplus to remain with irre- 
sponsible depositaries, without the regulation of law 
for their security? He could infer nothing else 
from their course. With millions of dollars accumu- 
lating in the treasury, could not gentlemen see that 
the strongest temptations were offered to the officers 
of the government to use the vse ye money in 
private speculations, which would lead to the corrup- 
tion both of the government and the people, ani 
great losses of the national treasure? 

He had but one other remark to make, and with 
with that he should close the few which he had 
risen to make. The gentleman from New York, in 
his anxiety to fix inconsistency on the republican 
party, had referred to the fact, that in 1834, the en- 
lire democratic party, with one single exception, 
voted agaiust the proposition to divorce the govern- 
ment from the dank; but the gentleman, in his zeal, 
did not see that, at the very moment he in this manner 
was fixing inconsistency on the republican party, 
he was fixing it more firmly on his own friends. 
In 1834, when the republican party, with one excep- 
tion, voted against the proposition which came 
from his State, (Virginia,) to divorce the govern- 
ment from the banks, the pet bank system had 
not been tried; and yet, when it was but an experi- 
ment, the entire whig party, without one solitary 
exception, voted for the divorce when it was pre- 
sented as a substitute for the State bank system. 

Mr. VANCE inquired if the gentleman from Vir- 

inia stated that as a fact. 


Mr. BAYLY said he was speaking from his rec- 
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ollection of the transaction, and he was not prepar- 
ed to say that there might not have been one Glee 
ry straggler from the party that voted against the 
party itself; but this he asserted, that the great body 
of the whig party—and if there were a solitary ex- 
ception, he forthe first time had to hear it—voted for 
the propostiion for the divorce of bank and state as 
an antagonistic system of the pet banks. 

It was true only some 32 voted for General Gor- 
don’s substitute, but they comprehended nearly all of 
the Virginia whigs. It was objected to as being de- 
fective to detail. Mr. Robertson, of Virginia, dis- 
covering this, moved to recommit the deposit-bank 
scheme, with instructions to the committee to report 
a plan providing for the entire divorce of bank and 
state. The abstract question was thus raised, unin- 
cumbered with detail, and he believed every whig 
inthe House voted for the recommitment, If he 
was wrong the journal would correct hin. 

After a few other observations, he said he had 
only obtained a few minutes from the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hewnxey,} and he 
would not now trespass further on that gentleman's 
kindness. ‘ 

Mr. HENLEY then rose to address the commit- 
tee; but he was interrupted for some time by a claim 
set up by Mr. Curneman for the floor. 

A conversation ensved, in which Messrs, CLING- 
MAN, HENLEY, BOYD, GRIDER, CAUSIN, 
and others took part, which was terminated by the 
establishment of Mr Henvey’s right 

Mr. HENLEY said he had no desire to bring 
into the House the party discussions which had 
characterized the recent campaign; but as they had 
been introduced by others, he might, notimproperly, 
participate in them. He then proceeded to notice 
the observations of the gentleman from New York 
and to reply to them in succession; more particular- 
ly noticing the gentleman’s charge of inconsistency 
against the democratic party; and he asked that 
gefitleman where he was on the question of the in- 

ependent treasury in 1836, and whether he did not 
vote for Mr. Van Buren in that year. 

Mr. HUNT said he never was in favor of the 
sub-treasury. 

Mr. H EN LEY asked the gcntleman if he was not 
a democratic candidate in 1840. 

Mr. HUNT replied that the gentleman was en- 
tirely misinformed. It is true he was a member of 
the old Jackson party, and aided to elect Mr. Van 
Buren in 1836, and was a candidate for Congress in 
that year, but not in 1840. He had never support- 
ed the system of collecting the public revenues in 
a specie currency. For his consistency he was re- 
sponsible only to his constituents. He frankly 
avowed every change of opinion; but his greatest 
inconsistency consisted in refusing to follow the 
rapid strides of progressive democracy. 

Mr. HENLEY continued. The gentleman did 
not change, but the entire party with whom he act- 
ed changed! [Laughter.} Mahomet did not come 
to the mountain, but the mountain went to Mahom- 
et. The gentleman had said he would be glad to 
be informed what was the verdict to be rendered up 
by the jury of the people in the late trial 
before the country, and pretended to fancy that no 
question had been decided. Now Mr. H. thought 
that the verdict in this case was just such as that 
returned by a jury of the West, in the case of a 
man who had been guilty of whipping a man 
charged ‘with whipping his wife. The jur 
came into court with a verdict gravely oanled, 
“sarved him right.” (Laugh ter.} e apprehend- 
ed that this was the verdict. Mr. Clay had been 
charged with inconsistency—with being in favor of 
and against anational bank and a protective tariff. 
He had made a speech in 1832 or 33 on the com- 
promise, in which he had said that no protection 
was necessary to the American manufacturer; and 
at the extra session of 184], ina speech, he had 
said that “that there is no necessity of protection 
for protection.” He had been charged with vari- 
ots inconsistencies, and other things which .Mr. 
H. would not mention; and now the verdict of the 
jury, who had been in retirement for some time, 
would be, “sarved him right.” (Laughter.} 

He knew that to be the feeling of the people of 
the country—the deep-seated feeling of the whigs 
as well as their opponents in the West—that they 
felt that Mr. Clay was not the man suited for the 
high station of the presidency. 

“Mr. HARDIN. Will the gentleman show it? 

Mr. HENLEY. No. 

Mr. HARDIN. The gentleman cannot do it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I suppose the gentleman will 
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say that these are not the views of the whigs of his 
section of rf 
.Mr. HARDIN. Nor of the whigs in the gentle- 

man’s section. 

Mr. HENLEY. How does the gentleman know? 

Mr. HARDIN. I know as well with reference 
to the views of the whigs in the gentleman’s section 
as the gentleman. 

Mr. HENLEY. Well, if the gentleman would 
tell half what he does know of the whig party, 


{laughter,) the country satisfied that the charges 
which had been brought against that party were 
true. 


Mr. H. adverted to the frequent charges of cor- 
ruption made by the whigs upon the democratic 
party, and said it looked very much as if they them- 
selves considered these charges necessary in order to 
screen them from the guilt of their course in the 
election of 1840 and subsequent thereto. In 1840, 
they had made the people believe that if they were 
elected, they would bring about a change; but how 
had their promises been redeemed? 

In reference to the charge that the democracy of 
the country had deceived the people in the late 
canvass, Mr. H. could only say that at least as far 
as Indiana was concerned, (and he believed it to 
be the case in the other States,) there had never 
been a contest in which both parties had presented 
more distinctly the issues upon which they stood. 
They (the democratic party) had boldly, distinctly, 
proclaimed their doctrines everywhere; and the 
whigs (unlike their course in 1840) had been willing 
to meet them. In relation to the bank, they had 
taken decided ground against the system in any 
form, whether as a national or State institution; 
they were in favor of some depository of the pub- 
lic money, and the independent treasury was known 
to be the one. In relation to the tariff, it was true 
that was not so much a party + emg as man 
other questions which had agitated the public mind, 
as appeared from the fact that, in the Congress which 
passed the tariff of 1842, a large portion of the 
whig party had not voted for it, while many dem- 
ocrats did vote for it to prevent the wheels of govern- 
ment from being stopped. It was a question 
which affected the country locally more than 
any of the other of the prominent questions of 
the day; and it was a question which would be set- 
tled by the democratic party satisfactorily to the 
nation, and upon a basis where it would remain, it 
was his opinion, for twenty years—a basis upon 
which the democracy of Alabama, of Pennsylvania, 
and of South Carolina, (although it was true that 
the democracy of his friend from South Carolina 
who made a speech the other day, [Mr. Hoimes,) 
was #0 straight-up that it leaned a little over,) would 
all be able to meet and harmonize. It was a ques- 
tion on which they must have compromise, and on 
which there would be a disposition to compromise; 
the declaration of his friend from Alabama, [Mr. 
Payne,] throwing back the charge of the whigs that 
the democracy of some portions of the South were 
in favor of free-trade, convinced him of that. The 
gentlemen need not lay the flattering unction to 
their souls that divisions would arise among the 
democratic party on the tariff question. He was 
decidedly opposed to the tariff of 1842 in three- 

uarters of its details; it was odious in its features. 
The tariff of 1842 was not popular generally; it might 
be in some of its details, but it was oppressive in 
the duties it imposed upon many articles—upon cot- 
ton goods and silks; of course he had no reference to 
iron. — laughter. | 

In relation to the prospects of the democratic par- 
ty, it had been said that the people had been delu- 

ed in this contest. Let no man deceive himself 
thus: he had never seen such an anxiety to investi- 

te, to fully understand, all questions brought up 
or decision, as in the recent campaign; and, more- 
over, he had never seen such a determination to de- 
feat any party as there had been to defeat Mr. Clay 
and the whig party—which determination had grown 
up spontaneously in the bosoms of the people, and 

not from the politicians. ‘What had the people de- 
cided?” Why, they had decided one thing to dem- 
onstration: that was, that James K. Polk should be 
the President of the United States, and that Henry 
Clay never should be. [A laugh.] And they had 
decided another thing, namely: that they had no 
confidence in the whig party, and that they would 
try the democratic party; and if the democratic par- 
ty but proved faithful to the trusts committed to 
them, they would receive the approbation of the 
people; and they should know that, in order to sus- 
fain themeelves, they must work-they must pere 
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form their duty here,—and part of that duty was to 
remain in this hall long enough to do a proper 
amount of business each day, and not, after they 
had been in session an hour and a half, adjourn, and 
put on their hats and cloaks, and walk off, with 
great dignity, and with a very measured step; or, if 
they remained, they should not consume the time of 
the nation in calls of the yeas and nays on motions 
to adjourn, or to suspend the rules, to press forward 
one bil] at the expense of others. Here was a new 
state of things: they had elected a young man for 
the presidency; it had been done by thg ‘“‘young de- 
mocracy” of the country; it had been done by in- 
dustry: and if they maintained their position, they 
had got to continue that industry and care. 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

Mr. DILLINGHAM observed that he had not 
risen for the purpose of speaking of the fairness or 
unfairness that was used in the last canvass for the 
presidency before the people; but his purpose was 
to turn his attention to the main objection that had 
been urged against this bill. That objection was 
urged yesterday by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] against the first section, and the 
substance of it was that it proposed to give locality 
and tangibility to the treasury of the United States, 
which would be an invasion of the constitution. 
They had been told that for the last sixty years the 
treasury of the United States, in the view of the 
best expounders of the constitution, had no dwell- 
ing place, and that it was wherever the public mon- 
ey was, either in the hands of corporations or indi- 
viduals. This position had also been taken up by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Barnarp,] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania on his left, 
[Mr. J. i. InceRSOLL.] He confessed, however, 
that he was astonished that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania farthest from him [Mr. C. J. Incer- 
SOLL] had been so mesmerized by the doctrine, that 
he avowed himself to have considerable doubts on 
the subject. One gentleman contended that the 
treasury of the United States might be in the hands 
of whoever was authorized to receive public mo- 
ney, and that whenever money was received by any 
person for the public use, the Rimneaper of the Uni- 
ted States had the control of it. Now, he wanted 
to look at this objection, and see if it was well- 
founded. Was it true that the treasury of the Uni- 
ted States was wherever the public money was 
found, whether in the hands of the Treasurer of the 
United States, in the hands of collectors, or of indi- 
viduals? Ifthis were true, how would it be with 
public money in the hands of defaulters? Was 
it true that money in the hands of default- 
ers was in the treasury of the United States, 
and that the treasurer had the control of it? 
Was the treasury of the United States so expansive 
that it could cross the Atlantic ocean, and be found 
in Europe or Asia, or wherever public defaulters 
might sheownd to? Was it true that, if a minister of 
the law pursued the defaulter so closely that he could 
not leave our shores, the treasury of the United 
States might be hid in the recesses or caves where he 
concealed himself? or, if the defaulter should be ta- 
kan, that it might be found in the felon’s den, the 
penitentiary, or State prison? Was it possible that 
the constitution of the United States had given such 
length and breadth to the national treasury, and 
made it so impalpable and evanescent that it could 
not be found anywhere? It was not so, and the law 
of 1789 had taken a different construction of it. By 
that law money was not considered to be in the 
treasury until it was receipted for by the treasurer of 
the United States. Now the treasurer being located 
at Washington city, and no money being in the 
treasury until receipted for by the treasurer, it fol- 
lowed that the present bill was in conformity with 
that law. After some further remarks, Mr. D. ob- 
served that the time left would not allow him to fol- 
low the argument of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and he would only observe that, as the only 
objection he had heard against the bill was not a 
sound one, he would vote for it with great cheerful- 
ness, 

Mr. SHEPARD CARY said he did not rise for 
the purpose of discussing the merits of the bill under 
consideration. It was er understood by the 
country, and was approved by the democracy. His 
object was to explain, as he best could under the 
circumstances, the real position of the two great par- 
ties upon the subject of. the public moneys. The 
fact had become noted and distinguished, and it was 
now aoe worth mentioning, that whatever meas- 
ures the democratic party had condemned and bue 
ried as derogatory to the great interests of the couns 








try, were always and immediately taken wp j, } 
federal party. In such cases they were alwaverc ” 
mediate annexationists.” [Laughter.} It Wehaas 
this case particularly; although those represent, _ 
of the whig party who were in Congress in ° 
covered their opposition to the bill under the 
“that itconflicted with the consti:ution;” and j; had 
been left to the younger members of that party ¢ 
denounce it in all its provisions, and declare has, 
preference to the present “pet-bank system” for a 
safe-keeping of the public money. The honorai), 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hon) 
has announced to us that it was his determination 
(and Mr. C. presumed he spoke for the universs) 
whig party) to stand firm upon whic principles! 
That, he took the liberty to say, was a strange pes, 
ing place. Firm upon whig principles! Where 
were they to be found? Look for them, and you 
find no stamping ground; grasp at them, and yo, 
clinch nothing. The position of the Opposition m 
1836, and their present position upon this yery 
question, most clearly demonstrated the absurdity 
of the pretence that any solid, settled, enlightened 
slacks governed them. The veriest neophute 
amonz them all could not realize such an absurdity 
In 1834, they tried and condemned Andrew Jackson 
before the Senate for adopting the use of what the 
gentleman from New York calls “the State instity. 
tons” as depositories of the public moneys; and 
their orators proclaimed, from windows of a public 
hotel in a neighboring city, upon a Sabbath day. 
“that there were no Sundays in revolutionary 
times;” that the usurpations of the hero and states. 
man, now reposing quietly at the Hermitage, mys 
be resisted, “peaceably if they could, but forcibly if 
they must.” 

This astonishingly patriotic party—this party 
which prates of principle, as though it knew what 
principle was—coolly charges the democracy with 
inconsistency during the late canvass, and, forsooth, 
have suddenly become the great champions of the 
same system of “pet banks,” against which but a 
dozen years past they were wont to revolutionize, 
and threaten anarchy to the republic and its 
institutions. Their orators proclaimed, at that 
time, that the President had united “the purse and 
the sword, by assuming control over the public 
moneys—that he had assumed or usurped power 
dangerous to the liberties of the people, not to be 
tolerated under any circumstances; and that an ap- 
peal to arms was perfectly justifiable! But what a 
change came o’er this spirit of the dream. The fail- 
ure of this system, brought about by the almost 
universal bankruptcy of the State banks, necessarily 
embarrassing a democratic administration, at once 
expelled all its odious features—made it entirely 
constitutional—obliterated all of the usurpation 
which had been charged at its adoption, and com- 
mended it to the strong support, the intense devotion 
of its former “‘revolutionary” opponents! [Laugh- 
ter.] The democracy of the country, from the brief 
and pointed experience which followed the adoption 
of the State banksas depositeries of the public treas- 
ure—a system hastily adopted, and from the neces- 
sities of the case—determined immediately against 
it; and a law for the safe-keeping of the government 
moneys, providing for the punishment of defaulters 
and peculators upon it, was enacted. It was a good 
law—the same as that now before the House, with 
someexceptions. But mark (said Mr. C.) the hol- 
lowness and hypocrisy of those who oppose this 
great financial measure. Look at their advent to 
power in 1840. They repeal the very measure 
designed to safély keep the public money—a meas- 
ure so honest and well adapted to our governmental 
purposes, that they dare not give ita fairtrial! Not 
only did they repeal it, but, with an almost 
certain knowledge that no substitute could be 
adopted, coolly seated themselves upon a sys- 
tem of finance which they had denounced, and 
which the democracy had repudiated when they 
discovered it founded upon error. They repeal 
this great measure, and place in the hands 
of the executive the “purse and the sword.” They 
leave the public moneys entirely under his control, 
to be distributed, were he a bad man, in these same 
“pet banks,” against which they so frequently and 
indignantly hurled their anathemas, to be loaned to 
favorites, and subject to legalized suspensions. The 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. 
laaenenett obliquely intimates the policy of re- 
establishing a national bank. He was not astonished 
at this, although the embodiment of all the federal- 
ism north of the Potomac [Mr. Wesster) had pro- 
nounced it “an obsolete idea.” That expression 
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might not have been meant in the sense he had first 
read it. Like his celebrated “fourth of July,” it 
meant, so that gentleman informed us, ‘‘some other 
| fourth of July.” From what the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania had just hinted, Mr. Webster's “‘ob- 
: solete idea” meant “some other obsolete idea.” 
| Another national bank seems to be wanted. To 
sustain this position, he has gone into a post mortem 
examination of the foul carcass of the old bank— 
the illustrious predecessor of that which he would 
have us follow. . : ’ 

He would show that it received its death cold by 
assuming the mantle of the charter which it pur- 
chased at great cost from the State of Pennsylvania. 
But the people were in possession of better author- 
ity in relation to the causes of its decease, that that 
given by the honorable gentleman from Penneyl- 
vania;and Mr. C. said this with proper respect 
tohim. ‘he authority was no less than Mr. Bid- 
die, when living in the fullness of his money 
power—regarded, by those whose capital was bor- 
rowed, and whose hopes and aspirations were based 
on anticipated discounts, as the great financier— 
the very cornucopia of federalism—the deity of their 
worship—one who, atthe time, said to the com- 
mercial world “let there be light,” and there was 
light; “let darkness overshadow the land,” and 
gloom and blackness followed. This authority 
Mr. C. would give. In his celebrated letter to 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Avams] which doubtless contained his real senti- 
ments, he emphatically proclaims “that he leved 
his country most when worst governed,” for the 
reason, Mr. C. supposed, that he and his friends could 
could rob it more. Mr. Biddle stated in those 
celebrated effusions that, under the charter obtained 
from the State of Pennsylvania, the bank cold be 
more effectually managed—would be stronger and 
safer—it was not restricted by the impertinent in- 
terference of the general government—was released 
from the trouble of keeping and disbursing the pub- 
lic moneys; and he might have added, from using 
them for electioneering purposes. Mr. C. said he 
did not desire to detain the House, but he could not 
refrain from alluding to some remarks made by the 
honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Smrri.] 
He has informed us that the four winds of heaven 
had rested upon the democratic party in 1840, and 
that it was destroyed. He (Mr. C.) did not pretend 
to be so well versed in biblical lore as were his whig 
friends. But if his recollection served him, this 
metaphor was to be found in the book of Job, and 
had veference to the destruction of the house in 
which Job's sons and daughters were feasting when 
the building was overthrown, and its inmates destroy- 
ed by the powerof Satan. A most apt illustration—a 
most capital parallel. ‘The inference to be drawn is, 
that God, for wise purposes, placed the democracy in 
the power of Satan for a time, to test its purity; and, 
like Job, it was stripped by the arch destroyer of 
all but its integrity. Satan did reign fora brief pe- 
riod. But the day of deliverance did come. What 
was taken from us has been restored, and the arch 
exemy is toothless and impotent. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and 
nays; which being ordered, Mr. Weiter withdrew 
the motion. 

Mr. HOGE moved the previous question; which 
being seconded, and the main question ordered, 

The first question being in concurring in the 
amendments made in Committee of the Whole, was 
put and carried. 

The question was next on the engrossment of the 
bill for a third reading. 

Mr. ADAMS desired to renew his motion to 
strike out the first section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER decided that that motion was 
not in order at this time, the previous question be- 
ing pending. 

Mr. ADAMS then moved to recommit the bill, 
with instructions. 

a SPEAKER said that motion also was out of 
order. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN called for the yeas and 
nays on the question of engrossment, and they were 
ordered, and resulted—yeas 129, nays 69, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V, Brown, 
W. J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Carpenter, 
Jeremiah E, Cary, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, Au: 
cunes A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, 

niel, Richard D, Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
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Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Fuller, Byram Green, Hale, Han- 
nibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hotston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Churles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, An- 
drew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph 
Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, 
Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
aon, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, 
Alfred P. Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Benjamin 
White, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—129. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Brengle, M. Brown, Buffington, Causin, Chap- 
pell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Fish, Florence, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Grinnell, Grider, Edward S. Hamlin, Har- 
din, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mcll- 
vaine, Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, 
Patterson, Peyton, Pollock, Preston, Ramsay, Rayner, C. M. 
Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sen- 
ter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, John White, Win- 
throp, and William Wright—69. 



















The next question was on the third reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. BOYD moved the previous question, which 
was sustained by the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for the yeas and nays 
on the third reading, and they were ordered, and re- 
sulted—yeas 123, nays 68, as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Bayly, Belser, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carpenter, Jeremiah E. Cary, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Eliis, 


Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Fuller, Hale, Hannibal 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 


Hughes, J. B. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
A. Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Isaac KE. Morse, Murphy, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Petter, Purdy, 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relle, Ritter, Roberts, 
Robinson, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatrs, Tucker, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Benjamin Whi.e, Williams, Wood- 
ward, aud Joseph A. Wright—123. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Brengle, Milton Brown, Buflington, Causin, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, 
Goggin, Grinnell, Grider, Edward 8S. Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mcllvaine, 
Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Paterson, 
Peyton, Pollock, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. 
Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sen- 
ter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, John White, Win- 
throp, and William Wright—6s. 


Mr. HOPKINS, who was successful above many 
competitors for the floor, moved to reconsider the 
vote on the passage of the bill; and on this moved 
the previous question. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded; the main question was ordered; and being 
taken, was decided in the negative without a 
division. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote; and 
the bill is finally passed. 


OREGON. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN (chairman of the Committee 
on Territories) asked leave to report a bill to or- 
ganize a territorial government in Oregon. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order, unless 
by the general consent of the House. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. BROWN moved to suspend the rules for 
this purpose. 

Pending which 

On motion, the 


uestion, 
ouse adjoqrned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of 17 citizens of 
Worthington, Massachusetts, against the annexation of 
Texas. 

By Mr. PAYNE: The petition of water) a Choctaw 
Indian, praying for relief in consequence of the commission 
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er under the Choctaw treaty not allowing him his reserve- 
tion. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The petition of Hickman Bruner 
and 32 others, asking a post route from Monat Pleasant, » 
Harrisonville, Edmonson’s, end Mosier’s, to Springfield, I 
ana. The petition of Gideon Walker, praying compensation 
for services rendered the United States as an enlisted soldier 
from the year 1792 to 1795. 

By Mr I. E. MORSE: The petition of Alexandre Hebert and 
others, praying that the said A. Hebert may be allowed to 
bring into the United States a certain family of negroes, 
taken into Texas by his ancestor, aged 90 years, which ne- 
groes have left a large of friends and relations in the State 
of Louisiana: referred te the Commitics of Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Daniel H. Werner, of 
the State of Maine, fora pension for injuries received during 
the late war with England: referred to the Committes on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROSS: The petition of J. F. Gaines and others, 
members of the legislature of Arkansas, praying the estab- 
lishment of a post route from Joseph Tomlinson’s, on the 
route from Washington, Hempstead county, to Booneville, 
via Black Jack and Vache Grass, to Fort Smith. The petition 
of John M. Ross and others, for a route from Clarksville, in 
Johnson city, via Piney Post Office and Jasper county court 
house, to Carrollton: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Ottice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. T. SMITH: The petition of citizens of Pennsyl- 
vanla, praying for ‘such change in the constitution as will 
appropriate the public lands of the nation, or other suitable 
funds, for the purpose of abolishing slavery within the Uni- 
ted States, and the compensation of those who may relin- 
quish their slaves.” 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 23, 1844. 


Mr. BAGBY asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Senate the petition and 
papers in the case of Anstel and Rhodes, and to 
refer them to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
and papers in the case of David Brooks, for a com- 
mutation of 5 years pay. 

A message was received from the President of the 
United States, and also several secret messages, in 
writing. 

Mr. BREESE asked and obtained leave to with- 

draw the papers in the case of Martin Rhenaud, 
and moved that the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
same. The committee was discharged accord- 
ingly. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petitions of Rok- 
ert Ramsay, senior, and of Mary Carleton, asking 
for a pension: they were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Here the open message just received from the 
President of the United States, in answer to the 
resolution of the Senate of the 12th inst., calling for 
copies of the latest correspondence with Mr. King, 
minister of the United States at the court of France, 
touching the annexation of Texas, was read. It 
merely transmitted to the Senate the following oor- 
respondence: 


To the President of the United States: 

The Secretary of State has received from the President 
the resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant, requesting 
him ‘“‘to communicate to the Senate, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, copies of all the correspondence 
not heretofore transmitted to the Senate, which may have 
taken place between the Department of State and the 
present minister of the United States to France, and be- 
tween that minister and the government of France, relating 
to the proposed annexation of Texas to the United States; 
and, in answer thereto, has the honor to transmit herewith 
extracts from the instructions of this department to Mr. 
King, dated April 23, 1844, and from a despatch dated the 
26th of August, 1544. These inclade all the instructions 
given to Mr. King in relation to the subject referred to in 
the resolution. The main object of his mission was to 
strengthen and confirm those friendly relations which have 
so long subsisted between the two countries; and, in the 
fulfiment of this purpose, it was left te his discretion—as he 
was, from his position in the government, fully acquainted 
with the proposed measure of annexation in all its bear- 
ings—to adopt such course as might seem to him best cal- 
culated to prevent any misunderstanding in regard to so im 
portant a subject. His correspondence with the department 
in reference to it being a narrative of informal conversa- 
tions, could not, consistently with usage or propriety, be 
made public. The only material part of this a 
ence having relation to Texas is embraced substantially in 
the despatch from this department to Mr. King, dated the 
12th day of August last, (already published,) and in the ex- 
tracts from the despatch of August 26, 1644, herewith com- 
municated. 





Respectfully submitted, 
J. C. CALHOUN. 
DerartMent oF State, 


Washington, December 19, 1844. 


Mr. Calhoun to Mr. King.— Extracts. 
Drerartment oF State, 
, April 22, 1844. 
Sin: Having received your letter of the 14th instant, noti- 
fying your acceptance of the appointment tendered to you 
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by the President as envoy extraordinary and minister plen- 
ipotentiary of the United States at Paris. and signify ing your 
readiness to proceed upon your mission, 1 have now the 
honor to transmit to you your commission in that character, 
anda credential letter addressed to his Majesty the King 
of the French, together with an open copy of the same for 
your inspection and use. In presenting your letters of cre- 
dence, you will tuke advantage of the occasion to address 
his Majesty assurances of the earnest desire by which the 
President continues to be animated to maintain unimpaired, 
and to strengthen, if possible, the friendly relations so hap- 
pily subvisting between the United States and France; and 
to that end, the President relies with confidence upon your 
general knowledge of the situation and position of the two 
countries with regurd toeach other, and upon your expe- 
rience and discretion, for a judicious co-operation in the 
cultivation and improvement of this good understanding 
between the parties. 
» + * * . * 


The mstructions of this department to your predecessors 
in the mission, to which you are referred as embodying the 
views entertained by the existing administration of this 

overninent, — with the other records and papers be- 

onging to the Iegation, will give you an adequate idea of 
the state of the relations between the United States and 
‘France. These are, at ——— and have long been, of the 
most friendly kind; end in intrusting them to your imme- 
diate charge and superintendence, the President indulges 
the confident hope, as | have already intimated, that no ef- 
forts will be spared on your part to strengthen and con- 
firm the sentiments of mutual good understanding and re- 
spect prevailing between the two nations, and which are 
nut less honorable to the character than advantageous to the 
jaterests of the parties. Special instructions upon impor- 
tant points at issue between the governments will be trans- 
mitted to you from time to time, as occasions for them may 
urise. 

During your residence in France, you may sometimes be 
applied to, to interpose in behalf of American citizens to ob- 
tain satisfaction for claims which they may have on his 
Majesty’s government, or the redress of grievances which 
they may experience in the course of their dealings and 
transactions. You will, in all such cases, where the inter- 
vention of the goverument may be proper, according to the 
— law, afford such official aid as may appear to you 
ikely to be useful, whether you have special instructions 
from this department or not. 

J am, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 

J. ©. CALHOUN. 

Ww. R. Kine, Esq., &e., &e., Ke. 





Mr. Calhoun to Mr. King.— Extract. 
DeraRTMENT oF STATE, 
Washington, August 26, 1844. 

Sin: | have the honor to acknowledge the recept of your 
despatch No. 2, dated July 31, and to express my gratifica- 
tion at the result of your conversation with M. Guizot; es- 
pecially that part of it which refers to the rumored protest of 
the French government, conjointly with that of Great Brit- 
ain, against the proposed annexation of Texas to the United 
Biates. Such a step, had it been taken by France, must have 
excited unkind ieclingn, and given to the United States just 
cause of complaint. The government of the United States 
will confidently rely on the azsurances of M. Guizot; and 
and it is hoped that, neither separately nor jointly with any 
other ig er, will France adopt acourse which would seem 
s6 little in accordance with her true interests, or the friendly 
relations which have so long subsisted between the two 
countries. 

My reply to your first despatch, which was forwarded by 
the last steamer, renders it unnecessary for me to enlarge 
on the topics presented in your last. In regardto Mr. 
Guizot’s inquiry respecting a proposed guaranty of the in- 
dependence of Texas, your reply was well timed, and judi- 
ciofe. The settled policy of the United States has been to 
avoid entering into such guaranties, except in cases of 
strong necessity. The present case ofters no reasons to 
warrant a deviation from that policy. On the contrary, it 
presents a strong additional reason why it should be adhe- 
red to;as such a guaranty would permanently defeat the 
proposed measure of annexation, which both countries seem 
anxious to advance. 

* * * @ * * . 


Wat. R. Kina, &e., &e., &e. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the message 
and correspondence were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying for reform of the 
naturalization auton It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN gave notice that, to-morrow, 
or the earliest day convenient, he would introduce 
a bill for the relief of Joshua Shaw. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of L. D 
Marchand, of Arkansas, praying for indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800. 

Mr. A. also gave notice that, on some future day, 
he would ack leave to introduce a bill supplementa- 
ry to the act of 4th February, 1841, to permit pre- 
emptioners to enter the quarter of quar.er sections 
of the public lands. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the pupers of 
John Retlebever. 

Mr. HAYWOOD presented petitions and papers 
of Wm. H. Thomas, praying for compensation for 

rovisions furnished certain Indian tribes, at dif- 
ben periods, in North Carolina: referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of New York presented the peti- 
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tion of Philip Ward; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARROW asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Senate, and refer to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, the petition and 
papers of A. Ledoux & Co. 

r. B. also asked for the consideration of an or- 
der to print a report sent to the Senate last session in 
relation to sugar and other interests of Louisiana, 
and important to the whole Union. As the report 
did not come up till the latter part of last session, in 
the press of business it failed to be ordered to be 
printed. 

‘The Senate now ordered the printing of the re- 

ort. 

' Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported in favor of printing the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy on the contingent ex- 
penses of the navy for the year 1844. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported several bills heretofore re‘erred to it. 
Among them were the following: 

A bill for the relief of Pierre Menard; and recom- 
mended its passage. 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to compromise with the sureties of Samuel Swart- 
wout; and recommended its passage. 

The House bill to establish a uniform time of 
holding elections for electors of President of the 
United States, with an amendment. 

Mr. BATES reported from the Committee on 
Pensions, a private bill, (name not heard;) and, on 
his motion, the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported several bills. 

Mr. CHOATE, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill in relation to claimants on 
account of French spoliations prior to 1800; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported several bills; which 
were read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill, (name not heard,) with 
an amendment, and recommended its passage. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the following 
resolution offered by him was considered and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee onthe Library be instruct- 
edto inquire into the expediency of —— tobe pur- 
chased, forthe use of the Senate, one hundred sets of the 
laws of the United States. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, stating that the House had passed a 
bill for establishing an independent treasury. 

On motion by Mr. CHOATE, the following reso- 
lution was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be instructed to 
inquire whether any, and what, amendment of the law is 
necessary upon the subjects of appeals from the commis- 


sioner to the courts, in cases where applicasions for pa- 
tents, or for renewals thereof, are refused. 


On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, the petition of 
citizens of Kentucky in behalf of Francis A. Har- 
ison was withdrawn from the files, and referred to 
he Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BERRIEN offered a resolution of inquiry 
calling on the Secretary of State to report to the 
Senate any information in possession of his depart- 
ment relative to arrangements made by foreign gov- 
ernments for transmitting to the United States their 
paupers or convicts; and also for any information in 
the possession of said department relative to the 
annual and aggregate number of foreigners arriving 
in the United States. This (Mr. B. said) was in- 
formation called for in aid of the duties which the 
Judiciary Committee would have to perform in 
making up their report upon the several petitions re- 
ferred to them touching the naturalization laws. 
The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TAPPAN having given notice of a bill he 
intended to introduce, stated that, on Monday next, 
he would ask for the consideration of his bill to es- 
tablish the Smithsonian Institute. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the papers of 
Chas. C.G. Thompson were withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate. 

The following resolutions, offered on Thursday 
last, were considered and adopted. That offered by 
Mr. Evans: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate whether any application has been made 
to the department since the close of the last session of Con- 


gress for the remission of penalties or forteitures heretofore 
incurred and paid for violations of the revenue laws of the 





United States, in the importations of foreign goods , 

chandise, and if so, by whom, and the grounds upon 4." 
such application is made; the time when incurre and hich 
together with the decision or action of the department the, 
on. 6 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 4; 
to inform the Senate what amount of duties which hed 
viously been paid upon the importation of foreign goog" 
merchandise into the United States has been refunded — 
the close of the last session of Congress, together with ~ 
scription of the merchandise, and the times of importa,” 
respectively, upon which said duties were collected ..: 
the names of the persons to whom refunded; and — 
communicate copies of all circular letters or instruction. 
sued from the Treasury Department since the close of ry 
last session relating to the refunding of the same. or t, the 
rates of duty to he thereafter collected; and that he be sj,, 
directed to inform the Senate of the number of applicatic,, 
now pending for the refunding of duties heretofore paid - 
times when presented and by whom, the description of ,,, 
chandise imported, and the amount of duties paid. 


That offered by Mr. Huntineron: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direct; 
to inform the Senate what number of steamers for the re. 
nue service have been built, or have been ordered to), 
built; the respective periods of time when the contracts (,. 
building the same were made; the cost of each; the Places 
where the same have been, or are to be built; the names ¢; 
the contractor or contractors; the actual or estimated ey. 
pense attending their employment; the difference in the ey 
pense of construction and employment between the sam. 
and the wooden revenue cutters; and whether any trial of 
the same has been made to test their utility; and whether 
they will probably be as useful for the revenue service, hay. 
ing reference to their speed, and to all other consideration; 
connected with their cost and use as the revenue cutter, 
heretofore built and used in the service. 


That offered by Mr. Jounson: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direcie, 
tocommunicate to the Senate, as early as may be practi. 
cable, copies of all orders or instructions which may at any 
time have been given by his department to the land officers 
and persons acting as surveyor general in Louisiana, jn re. 
lation to the “‘Houma claim,” of any plats or surveys jn \i\s 
department of said claim, and of any arguments or state. 
ments heretofore made to the department in relation to tha 
claim, and of the decisions of the department thereon; also 
alist of all the private claims derived from either ofthe 
former governments of Louisiana, or based upon any of the 
laws of the United States, which are included in whole o; 
in part by the claimed lines of the Houma tract, specifying 
in each case the name of the claimant, the character, nature, 
and date of the original title papers, and the amount claim. 
ed; and, if confirmed, the date of the confirmatory law; ani 
also a list of all such tracts included therein as may, by the 
official plats, or the returms of the proper officers, be shown 
to have been sold at any time by the United States, and 
their areas andthe amounts paid therefor; specifying the 
dates ofentry and the laws under which they were made, 
and also to report whether such portions of the said Houma 
claim as have been patented were ever regularly surveyed 
by the proper authority in conformity to the instructions of 
the department and the requirements ofthe law, and the lines 
thereof properly returned and exhibited upon the townshi 
maps sent to the department prior to the granting of wach 
patents. 


The House bill, to establish an independent treas- 
ury, was then read twice, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. 

The following engrossed bills and joint resolu- 
tions were then read a third time, and passed: 

An act for the relief of J. McFarlane. 

An act for the relief of Gideon Batchelder. 

An act for the relief of James Ritchie. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Pierre Menard and ethers. 

A joint resolution authorizing an allowance to 
Purser D. M. F. Thornton in the settlement of his 
accounts. : 

A joint resolution explanatory of an act making ap- 
propriations for the payment of revolutionary pen: 
sions for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1843. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the petition of 
Malachi Hagan was withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition asking for 
a new post route in Missouri: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MERRICK gave notice of his intention ‘0 
introduce three several post-office bills, viz: one for 
the transportation of our mails to foreign ports; 0" 
for regulating the tranamission of the mails by rai 
roads; and another authorizing the Navy Depart 
ment to place at the disposal of the Post Office De- 
partment a sufficient number of the United States 
steamers for the transportation of our mails to for- 
eign ports. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business, and, af 
ter a short time, resumed its legislation; when 

Mr. SEMPLE, on leave, introduced the follow- 
ing bills, notice of which had been heretofore given: 

A bill to grant a portion of the public lands to the 


State of Illinois to aid in the construction of the Il 


linois and Michigan canal; 
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A bill to extend the national road to the city of 

’ the Mississippi river. 
oe, wiatien of Mr. BERRIEN, the bill authori- 
ring the Secretary of the Treasury to compound 
with the sureties of Samuel Swartwout was taken 
up, and, the amendment recommended by the Ju- 
diciary Committee being adopted, was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

On motion, it was agreed that, when the Senate 
adjourn, it be to Thursday next. 

"The Senate then adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, December 23, 1844. 


Mr. ROBERTS gave notice of a motion for leave 
to mtroduce a bil asking for a grant of alternate sec- 
tions of land upon the line of survey for the railroad 
from Jackson, Mississippi, through Brandon, to the 
western boundary of the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes. 

On motion by Mr. DEAN, leave was granted to 
him to withdraw certain papers from the files of the 

ouse. 

Ae A. V. BROWN asked what was the first 


business in order. 


The SPEAKER replied that it was the motion of 
the gentleman (Mr. A. V. Brown] on Saturday to 
suspend the rules, for the purpose of making a re- 
port from the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. DOUGLASS asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to allow him first to ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for the introduction of a joint 
resolution providing for the reannexation of Texas 
to the United States, in conformity with the Louisi- 
ana treaty. 

Mr. RE DING objected, unless the same privi- 
lege was allowed to other members. 

Mr. DOUGLASS then gave notice that he would 
introduce it to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMES rose to a question of order. In 
the first place, he would inquire of the Speaker 
whether this day was not set apart for the reception 
of petitions. 

The SPEAKER replied that the rules of the 
House set apart the first thirty days of the session 
for the reception of petitions. But the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. A. V. Brown 
being for the suspension of the rules, it would, if 
carried, take precedence. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. A. V. BROWN, chairman of the Committee 
on Territories, by general consent, reported a bill to 
organize a territorial government in Oregon. 

The bill establishes a government over all the 
country lying west of the summit of the Rocky 
mountains, and bounded on _ the south by latitude 
forty-two, and onthe north by latitude fifty-four 
“ and forty-nine minutes of north latitude. 

t provides for the appointment of a governor to 
reside in said Territory, and also to actas Indian 
agent, with a salary of ——— dollars; also for the 
appointmentiof a Judge, secretary of the Territory, 
attorney, and marshal, with salaries of dol- 
lars. 

It organizes a legislative department, to consist of 
a council of five, and an assembly not to exceed 
fifty in number. Each five hundred inhabitants to 
be entitled to one representative. 

No person to be entitled to vote for a 
tive or to be eligible as such, unless he shall have 
been a citizen of one of United States or some Terri- 
tory thereof, or unless he be an actual resident of 
said Territory and shall be a free white male over the 
age of twenty-one years; judges of election to have 
authority to interrogate, on oath, all persons offer- 
ing to vote. who shall be suspected of a want of fidel- 
ity to the United States, and to reject the vote of such 
as refuse to take the oath of allegiance to the United 
States, 

The members of the council to be elected by the 
house of representatives, and classified by ballot so 
that one shall go out annually; members of the 
house of representative to be elected for two years, 
and of the council for five years. 

The governor to have a veto on all laws passed, 
unless afterwards passed by a vote of two-thirds; but 
alllaws to be subject to be repealed by Congress. 
The bill provides for the establishment of suitable 
forts within and on the niin routes leading to the 
couniry, 

On.motion by Mr. A. V. BROWN, the above 
bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 
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Mr. HOUSTON asked leave to introduce a bill |] Invalid Pensions, made a report on the case of Jo- 


on previous notice. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON observed that a number 
of the members wished to make reports from com- 
mittees, introduce bills, on leave, and offer notices 
and resolutions. He would, therefore, move that 
the rules be suspended for one hour for the objects 
he had named. 

This motion being adopted, the standing commit- 
tees were first called in their order for reports, and 
the following were made. 

Mr. RAMSAY, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of Wm. P. 
Zantzinger, réported a bill for his relief; which was 
read the first and second times, and referred to the 
Committee ot the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
ported, without amendment, the bill from the Senate 
for the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton, and it 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANA, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed to re- 
ort to this House a statement of all the railroad and steam- 
oat lines which are employed to transport the mail of the 

United States—dividing them into classes according to the 
importance and value of their services, stating the prices 
per mile paid to each, and whether it would be expedient to 
modify or alter such prices in any respect, and particularly 
in reference to the difference between night and day 
service. 

Mr. CLINTON, from the Committee on Public 

Expenditures, offered the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the several executive departments—to 
wit: the Treasury, War, and Navy—report to this House 
the manner in which the public accounts are kept in rela- 
tion to the public expenditures, with a view to introduce a 
more uniform and corrected system, and afford more satis- 
ey and ready information respecting the public exper- 

lture, 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of William Taylor, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, offered a resolution to print 10,000 
(instead of 5,000) copies of the map of Texas, ata 
cost not exceeding twelve cents a map; which, 

On motion of Mr. SIMONS, was referred to the 
Committee on Engraving. 

Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR, from the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill enti- 
tled an act to amend the act granting half pay to 
certain widows; aud to amend the several acts and 
resolutions amendatory of the same, and extending 
the provisions thereof; which said bill was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR, from the same 
committee, reported, without amendment, a joint 
resolution amendatory of theact making appropria- 
tions for the payment of revolutionary pensions; 
and moved to refer it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved that the resolution be 
engrossed and put upon its passage. 

“he question was first put on referring the seso- 
lution to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and carried. 

Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, also reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 

rinted: 

A bill for the relief of Richard Elliott; 

A bill for the relief of Susannah Scott; 

A bill for the relief Elizabeth Jones and others, 
heirs of John Carr. 

On the motion of Mr. SEYMOUR, the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Robert 
Wilmott, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

On the motion of Mr. SEYMOUR, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of John Martin, and it was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. JOS. A. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of Elizabeth Fitch; and it was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFFP, from the Committee on 





seph Bowlin. 

And on his motion the same committee was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the case 
of John Farnham; and it was laid upon the table. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac Allen; 
and it was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

On the motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the Commn- 
tee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Alexander 
Gutheridge; and it was laid on the table. 

He also reported a bill for the relief of Elijah Blod- 
gett; which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, presented a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a communication from Sam- 
uel F. B. Morse, in relation to the electro-magnetic tel- 
egraph, bearing upon the bill for the extension of 
the telegraph line from Baltimore to New York; 
and, on his motion, 5,000 extra copies were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Mileage, re- 
ported a bill to regulate the mileage of members of 
Congress, which he said was designed to make the 
mileage uniform. The bill consisted of a single sec- 
tion, and simply proposed that the mileage should 
be calculated by the nearest and most direct mail 
route. 

The bill was read twice. 

Mr. COBB said he thought there could be no ob- 
jection to ihe bill: he therefore hoped it would be 
put upon its passage. He moved that it be engross- 
ed for « third reading; and on that he moved the 
previous question. 


Mr. BARNARD objected that the bill could not 
be read three times in one day, according to the ex- 
isting rules of the House. 

Tne SPEAKER assented, but stated that it could 
be ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. SLIDELL hoped the gentleman from Geor- 
gia weuld allow the bill to go to the Committee of 
the Whole for examination. 

Mr. COBB declined to assent to the suggestion, 
being apprehensive that such a course would insure 
the defeat of the bill. 

The vote on seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question was taken by Measrs. Joun Srew- 
art and Burke, who reported 91 in the affirmative: 
there was therefore a second. 

The main question was ordered to be now put, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed, by a ma- 
jority of 171 to 8, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Arrington, 
Ashe, Bayly, Baker, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Biack, 
James A. Black. Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Brengle, Brinke: - 
hoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Buf- 
fington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Carpenter, Jeremish F. 
Cary Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Chnch, 
Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, 
Bana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Dun- 
can, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
French, Fuller, Giddings, Goggin, Byram Green, Grider, 
Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Har- 
er, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, 
fubard, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Perley b Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Mc- 
Ilvaine, Matthews, Edward Joy Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Moseley, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Pol- 
lock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, 
Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David 
S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Simpson, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Ca 
leb R, Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, 
Alfred P. Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thomas- 
son, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, John 
White, Benjamin White, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, 
William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—171. 

NAYS—Messrs. Edward J. Black, Bowlin, Douglass, 
Hoge, James B. Hunt, Isaac E. Morse, Slidell, end Vin 
ton—8 


The SPEAKER inquired if er gentleman ob- 
jected to the third reading of the bill at this time? 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question. 

Mr. BARNARD and other gentlemen objected to 
the third reading. 

The bil] consequently lies over till to: morrow. 

Mr. WENTWOR gave notice that when it 
came up, he should ask leave to introduce an amend- 
ment to deduct the per diem of members when sb- 
sent from their seats. Sal 
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The roll of the States was then called for resolu- 
tions; and they were received, as follows: 

Mr. HALE offered the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be request- 
edto inform this House what contracts, ifany, have been 
made by that department since January 1, 1841, with A. G. 
& A. W. Benson, or either, for the furnishing of pine timber 
or lumber to the several navy-yards, or either of them; the 
papers int which proposals for such contracts or contract 
were published; the prices paid for such timber or lumber, 
together with the prices paid for similar articles before 
euch contract was entered into; and also, what contract, if 
any, has been made with the same individuals for the trans- 
ae ot of supplies to our several foreign naval stations; 

he papers in which such proposals for contracts were pub- 
iished; the prices paid therefor; together with the prices 
paid for the same before such contract was entered into. 


Mr. REDING offered the following; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
porting a bill to provide for the transmission of newspapers 
inthe United States mail free of postage within the limits 
of the congressional districts in which they may be printed. 

The hour for which the rules had been suspended 
having expired, 

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH and of Mr. 
DOUGLASS, the rules were further suspended to 
to complete the call of the States and Territories for 
resolutions, (including also bills and notices of 
bills. ) 

{[Amessage was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the passage by that body of certain bills, 
&c.] 

Resolutions were further received, as follows: 

Mr BAKER offered the following, which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affars be di- 
rected to consider the expediency of granting land bounties 


to the surviving soldiers of the “old fourth regiment” of 
the United States intantry. 

Mr. D. P. KING offered the following; which was 
agreed to, 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing for the erection of a lunatic asylum for the reception 
of insane persons in the military and naval service of the 
United States; of the insane poor of the District, and such 
other insane persons as may be committed, by their friends. 

Mr. SIMONS offered the following; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
inform this House whya —— of commissioners to make 
experiments of inventions designed to prevent the 7. 
sion of steam-boilers, which was promised early in the last 
session, has not been published. Also, when the same may 
be expected, if at all. 


Mr. JOHN STEWART offered the following; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of Warand the Navy be, 
and the same are hereby, directed to furnish the House of 
Representatives with information as to the quantity of 
ammunition of the various kinds annually used in the 
respective services under their control. 

Also, what quantity have the respective services now on 
hand, and what quantities of the different kinds is deemed 
expedient or necessary to keep on hand to be in proper pro- 
portion to our other military and naval services. 

Mr. CATLIN offered the following; “which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by law forthe admission of guano, and 
other manures imported for agricultural purposes, duty 
free. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM offered the following; which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of granting a township 
of public land to fthez Norwich University, at Norwich, 
Vermont. 


> 

Mr. BYRAM GREEN offered the following; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to improve the harbor of Pultneyville, Wayne county, New 
York. 

INELIGIBILITY OF_PRESIDENT. 

Mr. W. HUNT, in accordance with previous no- 
tice, introduced a joint resolution to amend the con- 
stitution of the United States, so as to render the 
President of the United States ineligible for re-elec- 
tion. 

The resolution having been twice read, 

Mr. H. moved its reference to a select committee 
of five members, and that it be priuted. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH called for the reading of 
the resolution; which was read accordingly. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved its reference 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
The question on the reference to the Committee 


to the 
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on the Judiciary (being first in order) was taken 
tellers, and was decided in the affirmative—ayes 78, 
noes not counted. 

So the subject was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. PATERSON, (the rule being 
dispensed with, ) 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
report to this House the amount of postage received at each 
and all the principal post offices upon all the mail routes 
upon which private expresses have been established in the 
States of Pennsylvania, New York, and all the New Eng- 
land States, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, for four 
successive years, ending upon the 30th of June last; also 
what would have been the increase of the revenue from the 
same offices, as near as he can estimate the same, predicated 
upon the increase of business and population. 


Mr. FISH, in aceordance with previous notice, 
introduced a bill to authorize the sale of the site of 
Fort Gansevoort, in the city of New York, and the 
purchase of certain lands on Staten Island, used for 
the defence of the harbor of New York; which was 
twice read, and, on motionof Mr. F., referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PRATT, on leave, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion to secure a more perfect accountability for the 
care of public property; which being read the first 
and second time, 

On motion by Mr. PRATT, the same was order- 
ed to be engrossed for a third reading, and then 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS offered a resolution directing the 
Committee on Commerce to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making an appropriation for the further 
improvement of the harbor of White Hall, on Lake 
Champlain: agreed to. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of appro- 
priating the public lands for the gradual abolition of 
slavery in the United States and Territories, and for 
compensating citizens for their slaves. 

r. C. JOHNSON moved to lay the petition on 
the table. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, resulted in—yeas 117, nays 
49, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Bayly, Belser, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, brinkerhoff, Brodhead, A. V. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Carpenter, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, ShepardCary, Catlin, Causin. Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 
Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Deberry, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, 
French, Fuller, Byram Green, Grider, Hannibal Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, 
Mathews, Isaac E. Morse, Murphy, Owen, Parmen- 
ter, Payne, Peyton, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, Roberts, 
Russell, St. John, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Simpson. Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Stiles, James W. 
Stone, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, John 
White, Benjamin White, Williams, and Woodward—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bufting- 
ton, Chilton, Collamer, Cranston, Dickey, Florence, Foot, 
Giddings, Edward S. Hamlin, Hardin, Hudson, W. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, McDowell, McIlvaine, 
Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Paterson, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sam- 
ple, Schenck, Severance, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, An- 
drew Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. 
Wright—49. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 
Mr. E. J. MORRIS offers i'the following reselu- 
tion; which lies over, on notice of debate: 


Resolved, That the Gémmittee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
naturalization laws, so that the name ofevery emigrant shall 
be registered at the custom-house, a certificate of which reg- 
istration shall be indispensable proof of the term of residence 
necessary to naturalization; and also further to amend the 
law, so that the right of suffrage shall not be granted until 
two years after naturalization; and to inquire what other 
amendments are necessary to the naturalization laws forthe 
prevention of the frauds now practised under them; and for 
the preservation of the purty of the elective franchise. 


Mr. A. STEWART offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved. That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Dinsmore, a soldier of the late war. 


On motion of Mr. C. M. READ, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion for improving the navigation of Lake St. Clair, by re- 
moving the obstructions on St, Clair flats, 


Mr. RAMSEY desired to offer the resolut; 
frequently offered before, to order the printi or 
Professor Johnson’s report on the adaptation o Va. 
rious kinds of coal to the generation of steam; but 
objection was made, and was not received. 

r. J. R. INGERSOLL offered the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the persons employed by the Hous j 
Congress be paid at the close o this cssclon, from og 
tingent fund, an amount equal to that paid to individuals sir” 
ilarly employed by the Senate for the same period. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay it on the 
ble; which was decided by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows—yeas 93, nays 62: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Abbot, Arrington, Bayly, Baker 
Benton, James Black, James S Black.’ Blacket gier 
Brengle, Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Buftington, Burke. 
Burt, Caldwell, Carpenter, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepard, 
Carey, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clinch; Clingman’ 
Collamer, Cross,Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett avis, 
Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dun. 
lap, Farlee, Florence, French, Giddings, Byram Green 
Grider, Harper, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Cave Johnson, 

Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, Lucas, McConnell, McDow. 
ell, Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Owen, Par- 
menter, Payne, Peyton, Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, 
Charles M. Reed, David 8. Reid, Ritter:Rockwell, Rogers. 
St. John, Senter, Severance, Simons, Simpson, Slidell. 
Thomas Simith, Steenrod,'Stiles, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, 
Summers, Taylor, Tilden, Tucker, Vinton, Wheaton, Ben- 
jamin White, Williams, and Woodward—93. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barnard, Bidlack, Fd- 
ward J. Black, Bowlin, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Cat. 
lin, Causin, Chilton, Cobb, Craston, Dawson, Douglass, 
Ellis, Fish, Foot, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Edward 8. Hamlin, 
Hammett, Hardin, Hays, Holmes, Hoge, Hubard, James 
B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersell, Jenks, 
Daniel P. King, Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, McClernand, 
Mcllvaine, Mathews, Moseley, Pettit, Pollock, Elisha R. 
Potter, Ramsey, Roberts, Schenck, Thomas H Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Vanmeter, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wethered. John White, Winthrop, 
William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—62. 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 
On the motion of Mr. PRESTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire iato 
the expediency of making an appropriation of an appropria- 
tion for the removal of an obstruction to the navigation of 
the Susquehanna river at its mouth, near Havre de Grace, 
Maryland. 


On motion of Mr. BRENGLE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be in- 
structed to inguire into the expediency of ceding to the 
State of Maryland the stock of the United States in the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal company. 


On the motion of Mr. CHILTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to com 
municate to this House all the papers and documents on file 
in the Pension Office relating to the application of James 
Green for a pension as a midshipman in the navy during the 
war of the,revolution. 


On the motion of Mr. STEENROD, it was 


Resolved, That the further sum of $65 be paid from the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives, being one 
half of the amount necessary to complete the payment of 
the expenditures attending the funeral of those persons 
who were killed on board the Princeton steamship. 


On the motion of Mr. RAYNER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the office of 
surveyor of the port for the town of Windsor, in North Car- 
olina. 


Mr. HOLMES offered the following joint resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day, under the rules: 


Resolved, That the United States continues to be very sen- 
sibly affected by the circumstance of the government of 
Denmark having, in the year 1779, caused a number of 
their prizes to be delivered to Great Britain; and the more 
so, as no part of their conduct had forfeited their claim to 
those rights of hospitality which civilized nations extend 
to each other. That not only asense of justice due to the 
individuals interested in these prizes, but also an earnest de- 
sire that no subject of discontent may check the cultivation 
and progress of that friendship which they wish may sub- 
sist and increase between the two countries, prompt the 
United States to remind the government of Denmark of the 
transaction in question, and they flatter themselves that this 
government will concur with’ them in thinking that, as resti- 
tution is not practicable, it is reasonable and just that the 

overnment of Denmark should render, and that the United 
Sastes should accept, a compensation equivalent to the value 
of the said prizes. 

Ressived, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House what progress, if any, has 
been made in the negotiations now pending, with the view 
of bringing the subject to an early termination. 


On the motion of Mr. STILES, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed ‘o 
inquire into the expediency of compensating the heirs of 
Mary Ker for the loss ofproperty sustained in the service 
of the United States. 


On the motion of Mr. E. J. BLACK, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to oe into the expediency and pro- 
priety of reporting a bill or joint resolution for the reljef 
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